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FOREWORD 


HIS volume has been written, not so much with 
[Nie hope of convincing the older generation of 

Evolutionists of the error of their ways, but in 
the faith that it will demonstrate to young men and 
women—students in institutions of higher education, 
and others—the utter fallacy of much that is being 
taught as scientific truth. 

The authors are young men—brothers in the flesh 
and in spirit—sons of Bishop Alma White, the found- 
er of the Pillar of Fire movement and of its various 
schools, chief of which are Alma White College, Zare- 
phath, New Jersey, and Belleview College, Denver, 
Colorado. 

These brothers, Arthur K. and Ray B. White, have 
had the advantages of the best mental training. Hav- 
ing finished high school they both matriculated. at 
Columbia University, from which they received the 
degree of Bachelor of Arts, and a few years later 
each was awarded the degree of Master of Arts by 
Princeton University. Ray B. White studied at Co- 
Jumbia under Professor A. W. Grabau, eminent in 
the field of geology. Both have traveled extensively 
in the United States, England, and on the Continent. 
‘They are ordained ministers of the Gospel, have been 
honored with the degree of Doctor of Divinity, and 
recently the elder, Arthur K., was elevated to the 
Bishopric in the Pillar of Fire Church. 

The authors have gone deeply into their subject, 
‘studying it from every angle. The result of their re- 
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search is the volume that lies before you. It is writ- 
ten in language that may be understood by the lay- 
man and the student. We bid it godspeed, with a 
prayer that it may help further to demolish that great 
“idol”—the dogmatism of Evolution theory. 


Rev. L. S. Lawrence, D.D. 
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, PART ONE 
Arthur K. White 


CHAPTER I 
Bow or Burn 


T IS a false god.. It has been worshiped 
I long enough. Its utter downfall is certain. 
It has been mighty, and rearing itself like 
Nebuchadnezzar’s great image to attract 
world-wide attention, but it has proved to be 
only a costly fake—a dead thing of earth and 
stone. Too long have its wily, dissembling 
priests tricked and flimflammed the people. 
Just as Nebuchadnezzar decreed that every- 
body should fall down and worship his golden 
image, so a modern intellectual dictatorship, 
scientific in name only, has managed to usurp 
authority over many of our institutions of 
learning and has ruled that every student who 
does not bow in reverence to the anthropoid- 
ape god it has set up shall be thrown into a 
fiery furnace of academic boycott and ostra- 
cism. 
When this pagan tyranny of materialism 
cannot coerce, it ridicules, and stamps every 
11 
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conservative, Christian truth-seeker who does 
not yield to its prerogatives as an ignorant en- 
emy of up-to-date science. But the Shadrachs, 
Meshacks, and Abednegoes who have not 
bowed to this idol are winning out. Their day 
of triumph is at hand. Their stand for truth 
is being vindicated. 

Indeed, the best science is on the side of the 
Christian believers; and if to the minds of any 
who read these pages evolution has brought 
real concern, we encourage them not to fear 
to study the subject, under the right guidance, 
through to its final conclusions. Those who 
go far enough will learn, doubtless to their 
surprise, as George McCready Price, an emi- 
nent geologist, has said, that “modern dis- 
coveries in heredity and variation, in embry- 
ology and geology, make the case against or- 
ganic evolution vastly stronger than most fun- 
damentalists have supposed.” As a matter of 
fact, we are compassed-about with such a cloud 
of witnesses of high authority that we need 
not fear to run the race with the very fleetest 
Darwinian. 

There has been deposited in the Bodelian 
Library at Oxford, by the British Scientific 
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Association, a manifesto signed by six hundred 
and seventeen of England’s leading scientists 
who have renounced creative evolution, de- 
claring their conviction that no researches in 
natural science have ever produced any reason 
for doubting the authenticity of the Bible. 

It was Dr. D. H. Scott who is reported as 
saying in a presidential address to: the British 
Association for the Advancement of Science: 
“All is again in the melting pot. . . . Is evolu- 
tion then, not a philosophically established 
fact? No, it is not; it is an act of faith.” 

There is less and Jess evidence, if indeed 
there was ever any at all, for the evolutionist 
believer to pin his faith on. 

In January, 1929, Dr. Austin H. Clark, 
noted biologist of the Smithsonian Institution, 
threw a bomb into the evolutionist camp, cre- 
ating a great furor, by stating: “There is no 
evidence which would show man developing 
step by step from lower forms of life. There 
is nothing to show that man was in any way 
connected with monkeys. .. . He appeared sud- 
denly and in substantially the same form as he 
is today. .. . There are no such things as miss- 
ing links.” © 
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And what a roar was heard! Professor 
Ames of Harvard cried that it was “rubbish”; 
Dr. Eysse of Boston University Graduate 
School vociferated that it was “absurd”; and 
Roy Chapman Andrews shouted that it was 
“ncredible” that Clark should have made such 
a statement. But this noise was only good 
stage-play, mostly expressions of alarm because 
they had been exposed and humiliated before 
the crowd. 


Clark was merely emphasizing what numer- 
our famous scientists had already pronounced 
to the world regarding the ridiculous monkey 
theory. Dr. Etheridge, famous fossilologist 
of the British Museum, known as one of the 
highest authorities in the world, had already 
said: “Nine-tenths of the talk of evolutionists 
is sheer nonsense. . . . This museum is full of 
proofs of the utter falsity of their views... . 
There is not a particle of evidence of the trans- 
mutation of species.” Profesor Beale of Kings 
College, London, noted physiologist, had al- 
ready stated: “There is no evidence that man 
has descended from, or is, or was, in any way 
specially related to any other organism in na- 
ture, through evolution, or by any other proc- 
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ess.” Professor Virchow of Berlin, naturalist 
of world fame, had already informed his stu- 
dents: “Evolution is all nonsense. It cannot be 
proved by science that man descended from the 
ape or from any other animal.” Professor 
Fleischmann, who repudiated Darwinism for 
himself, having once accepted it, had already 
declared that it was “purely the product of the 
imagination.” Profesor Agassiz, one of the 
world’s greatest scientists, had already pro- 
nounced it “a scientific mistake, untrue in its 
facts, unscientific in its method, and mischiev- 
ous in its tendency.” 

In October of 1931, at a meeting of the 
British Association for the Advancement of 
Science, some prominent evolutionists had a 
heated debate over the Darwinian explanation 
of evolution. Some insisted that Darwin lived 
too early to know the whole story. Dr. Osborn, 
who was present, listed nine new principles he 
thought Darwin never knew. But he made a 
most damaging admission when he said: “We 
are at more of a loss than ever before to 
understand the causes of evolution.” At the 
same little love feast Dr. Robert Bloom, a sci- 
entist of South Africa, said: 
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There is no reptile alive today which can give rise 
to a mammal, no fish which can become a reptile, no 
animal which can become a man. The evolution of 
reptiles and animals is complete, and for thirty mil- 
lion years no new reptile has appeared in the world. 


What strange reasoners these evolutionists 
are! How could any reptile have been evolved 
before thirty million years ago? If evolution 
once worked, what stopped it? 

We have neither time nor space to quote, for 
the benefit of the little wiseacre, high-school, 
monkey-descendant, monkey-acting professors 
of evolution, the long list of men of great 
prominence who have given the lie to the mali- 
cious doctrine, nor to record all the dead-give- 
away, disastrous admissions evolutionists them- 
selves are forced to make concerning their the- 
ories. Yet legions of teachers shamelessly go on 
pouring into the brains of unsuspecting boys 
and girls these evolution fancies as established 
scientific truths, while ignorant father and 
mother tax-payers see that good money is paid 
for their soul-destroying work. 

Perhaps our language sounds a little strong 
in dealing with these advocates of evolution 
doctrine. Dr. Luther T. Townsend, conserva- 
tive and dignified author of The Collapse of 
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Evolution, became so worked up over “the pro- 
nounced intention of some men to reconstruct 
Bible history with the theories of evolution,” 
that he ejaculated the words, “Pshaw!” and 
“Trumpery!’”’ and said he got so thoroughly 
out of patience with the conceit and imperti- 
nence of belated evolutionists and destructive 
critics that he forgot “how to speak with cour- 
tesy and propriety.” 

Your pseudo-scientists may call those who 
do not agree with their fantastic mental aber-~ 
rations “obscurantists,” but they are the very 
ones who take the prize for the artistry of 
their smoke screens, for the highly ridiculous, 
imaginative things they ask us to believe in the 
name of science. It is sometimes really difficult 
to deal constrainedly with them, using dignified 
and stately phrases. And, what is more, since 
their theories are working such moral havoc in 
the lives of our young people, it would be sinful 
not to use the plainest kind of language in ex- 
posing them. You cannot blow this towering, 
ugly, pagan, Nebuchadnezzar-idol over with a 
bicycle pump. The demolishment of this farce 
requires the force of plain, straight language, 
the pickax blows of logic, the dynamite of sci-_ 
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entific facts, the ‘crowbar thrusts of Mendelian 
genetics, the lifting power of the “hydraulic 
jacks of common sense. 

>. We shall not refuse to use any terms or 
means available to uestroy so great a menace. 


Wuy WE WRITE 


Perhaps, after all, some may wonder just 
‘why the White brothers should spend their 
time writing a book on a subject which others 
have handled so well; but we wish to add our 
protests. It was Juvenal, the Latin poet, who 
complained, “Am I always to be only a listen- 
er?” And are we always to hear the racket of 
this anthropoid-ape chattering in our ears 
without the satisfaction of barking back a bit? 
Well, anyway, we hope and pray that our testi- 
monies will strengthen Christian students in 
their trust in an omnipotent Creator—students 
whose faith has been mercilessly bombarded by 
advocates of the blighting, materialistic Dar- 
Winian theory. 

My own studies of evolution, which have 
been more or less of an intensive nature both 
in and out of college, have exposed to my 
mind its fallacies, have tended in the end to 
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strengthen my faith, and to bring me a peace of 
mind and happiness of soul which I am sure 
have been denied to thousands of honest inquir- 
ers who are floundering about in a miserable 
welter of uncertainty because of a poor under- 
standing of the theory. 

There are some who endeavor to harmonize 
evolution with the idea of Christianity without 
thinking deeply on the subject, thus blinding 
their eyes to the tremendous and perfectly ob- 
vious difficulties that stand in the way of any 
real harmony. These live in a haze of blind 
credulity and presumption, where ignorance is 
bliss—but it may be a dangerous blissfulness. 

“When the philosophy of evolution,’ says 
Professor William H. Johnson, “is by pious and 
well-meaning hands introduced into the citadel 
of Christianity, it proves to be a Trojan horse 
which has within it forces that are destructive 
alike to Christian theism and Christian morals.” 

There can be no straddling of the fence, for 
evolution carried to its logical conclusions is 
invariably and unmistakably anti-Bible and 
anti-Christian, so-called Christian Evolution- 
ists to the conttary notwithstanding. “Survival 
of the fittest” and “struggling for existence” 
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are, on the surface, suave and quiet phrases; 
but underneath their thin exteriors they are 
pregnant with terror. They belong to a perni- 
cious doctrine which has twice contributed in- 
calculably toward filling a nation with military 
pride and was responsible for the presumptu- 
ous, challenging, world-insulting boast of race- 
superiority by men of highly inflated egos who 
regarded—borrowing some of Dr. Riley’s 
memorable phraseology in this connection— 
“the women of weaker nations” as “their natu- 
ral prey,” and “the men of such nations’ as 
“their legitimate servants.” 

What course of reasoning can logically be 
followed to prove civil bloodshed or interna- 
tional warfare wrong or culpable, with the use 
of poison gas and the atomic bomb, if we ac- 
cept evolution? 


CHAPTER II 


EVOLUTION IN THE CLASSROOM 


Y first real tilt with the bogy of Evolu- 
M tion was in a classroom at Columbia 
University, in New York City. I was 
taking a required course known as “Philosophy 
A.” During the first half-term we studied 
Logic. Though a course in syllogistic reason- 
ing tends to be abhorrent to the average stu- 
dent, you could scarcely help liking it, or any 
other subject presented by Dr. Adam Leroy 
Jones, as mild-mannered, good-natured, and 
pleasant a man as one could ever meet. 

In any case, I took the course rather seri- 
ously. The second term was devoted to “The 
Principles of Science,” under Prof. William F. 
Cooley. In each instance we studied our pro- 
fessor’s own textbook. I will confess that I 
anticipated the discussion of evolution in this 
course with fear and misgivings, for in one of 
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his chapters Dr. Cooley had bluntly and dogs 
matically stated the following: 

“The formidable octopus is the descendant, through 
long generations, of a minute gelatinous creature, con- 
stituted of a single cell; the powerful Percheron horse 
of today is the direct, though greatly modified, de- 
scendant of an archaic pigmy quadruped with four or 
five toes instead of one; while man himself must trace 
his lineage back to a tree-dwelling animal not unlike 
one of the larger apes. The long process of modifi- 
cation and development through which these newer 
and higher types have been produced, has received 
the name of evolution.” 


Here was something to think about. I had 
no doubt that the majority of the class of stu- 
dents would accept all of this as gospel truth. 
That there was something vitally wrong some- 
where I knew, but just what arguments to 
present against such dogmatism troubled me 
no little. 

I was older than the average student in the 
class, having been out of school about five years, 
engaged in writing, traveling, preaching, and 
missionary work. There are some students 
who acquite éarly in their college career a cyni- 
cal attitude toward their professors and the 
university in general; they seem to question 
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everything, and have an air of knowing so 
much as to be ever challenging the faculty’s 
ability to teach them anything. On the other 
hand, there are those who never question any- 
thing a professor says. They have never at- 
tempted to solve any philosophical problems. 
The greatness of the university inspires them 
with awe and they come to worship it as a fe- 
tish. When a professor says man came from a 
monkey, that Jesus Christ was not divine, or 
that the doctrine of the atonement is all a farce, 
they take him to be perfectly right. 

Because of my maturity, I felt I belonged 
neither to the class of cynics nor to that of the 
credulous. I wanted the truth, and I began 
carefully to prepare for the recitation on the 
chapter on evolution. I knew that there were 
prominent ministers and educators who did not 
hold the evolution theory. I got some help and 
encouragement from a visit to the late Dr. 
James Burrell, the kindly old minister of the 
_ Marble Collegiate Church, who had been a con- 
tributor to that little, but powerful, fundamen- 
talist magazine then known as The Bible 
Champion. 

‘In the'end I procured a copy of the pamphlet 
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by Dr. Luther T. Townsend, D.D., S.D.T., 
M.V.1., The Collapse of Evolution, which I 
have already mentioned, published by the Bible 
League of North America, of which society 
The Bible Champion was the official organ. I 
made a thorough study of this remarkable 
treatise, and in the light of it found the evolu- 
tion theoty so full of holes that it leaked like 
a Sieve. : 
When the day for our recitation on the sub- 
ject of evolution came, I felt calm and confi- 
dent. I asked Professor Cooley one or two 
questions based on Dr. Townsend’s arguments. 
I do not remember just what they were, but I 
* do recall distinctly hearing my professor tell 
me and the class—an occasion memorable in 

_my college experience—that the theory of evo- 
lution was indeed only a theory, that it had 
many drawbacks, and that he presumed and 
hoped some day we would have a better one to 
work with. 

“Nothing,” says Townsend, “is better estab- 
lished in the realms of science than the con- 
servative announcement of the late Professor 
Cope, a pronounced evolutionist, at least until 
just before his death: ‘Retrogradation in 
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nature is as well established as evolution.’ ” 
Later, in the hall I talked further with Dr. 
Cooley concerning the matter, and I shall never 
forget the latitude he expressed. It is the little, 
high-school, cock-sure instructor who holds 
tenaciously to his dogmatism and makes no ad- 
missions. That day was one of soul triumph 
for me, and during the rest of the time that I 
was at Columbia, the doctrine of evolution gave 
_me no concern. I seemed to have acquired some- 
thing of a reputation with reference to the sub- 
ject and nobody cared, apparently, to argue 
with me about it. ; 
This experience had a world of meaning to 
me, for my mother had encouraged me to enter 
Columbia, a great secular institution, in pref- 
erence to attending some denominational col- 
lege. On one occasion I had told my mother, 
and my uncle, who was a graduate of a western 
denominational school, just what I had to con- 
tend with in my studies. Mother reminded me 
that I was now of age, and said that if Colum- 
bia professors could destroy my faith, after all 
I had experienced in religious work and train- 
ing, the sooner she found it out the better. 
While I was somewhat fearful and in a trem: 
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ble, a sense of real caution, and careful study 
with prayer, helped me keep my equilibrium 
and hold on to my faith. 

Since leaving Columbia University I have 
had occasion to teach courses in philosophy and 
science. I only wish that during those trying 
days I could have had all the data now available 
on the subject, to present to my professors, for 
the cause against evolution has grown stronger 
and stronger by leaps and bounds. 

Disastrous things are happening to evolu- 
tion. A veritable flood tide of real scientific evi- 
dence has been turned loose against the uphold- 
ers of such notions as the transmutation of the 
species, the inheritance of acquired character- 
istics, in short, against the doctrine of the slow, 
long, evolved development of man from some 
simple or primitive form of life. 

A confirmed evolutionist who is so bold as 
to call the theory an established fact is only 
grasping like a drowning man for straws of 
dogmatism in an effort to make his pet notions 
sound like facts, when deep down in his soul he 
knows well enough that such statements furnish 
him ‘no buoyancy at all in the See struggle’ of 
his theory. 


CHAPTER III 


PEEWEE, COCKSURE WISEACRES, Versus 
LEARNED [GNORAMUSES 


O geta, provinciam ceptists duram—Terence. 


HENEVER any man, with his little 
V V head, undertakes to write a history of 
mankind, to be explicit as to just how 
the world was formed and how all of the ani- 
mals came into existence, he is tackling a rather 
large task. Before one builds one’s intellectual 
or spiritual house on a foundation of evolution- 
ary theory, one would better examine the un- 
derlying conditions of this foundation to see if 
it is good, solid rock, or quicksand that may 
easily be washed away. Back of the theory is 
the knowledge and speculation of man himself, 
but how uncertain and undependable is man’s 
knowledge, at best! 
The more man knows, the more he knows 
how little he knows. ; 


_.It is the little fellow who is.so certain about 
27 
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things and so dogmatic; and the dogmatism of 
narrow-minded, infidel high school and college 
professors is ten times more to be feared by the 
defenders of the Christian faith than any ac- 
tual discoveries science has made. 

It is the fashion to teach high school students 
such doctrines as the following: “His [man’s] 
structure indicates descent from ancestors of 
apelike habits, living in trees and on fruits.”* 

It is marvelous how high school professors 
deal with the problems of the origin of life, 
as if they had solved them all. They go into 
detail describing how man developed slowly, 
over long periods of time, from protozoans, 
trilobites, and tadpoles, when as a matter of 
fact no theory that has been advanced in the 
realm of science, either since or generations be- 
fore Darwin, is harder to prove, or is fraught 
with so many insuperable difficulties, as that 
of organic evolution. 

Pseudo-scientists have turned up their noses 
when learned ministers of the Gospel, capable 
of logical reasoning, have defended Christian 
‘faith against this theory. It was a church- 


* High School Geography, by C. R. Dryer, page 255; American 
Book Co, E 
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man, however, by the name of Mendel, an 
Austrian priest, who, in his discovery of the 
laws of heredity, knocked the transmutation 
theory of the origin of species into a cocked 
hat and did more than anybody since Darwin 
to chase evolutionists up blind alleys whence 
they cannot escape. But more of Mendel later. 

Not all churchmen, however, have remained 
true defenders of the faith. Many of them have 
locked arms with the little professor skeptics 
and are preaching evolution dogmatism. 

John Wesley said: “I am not afraid that the 
people called Methodists should ever cease to 
exist in Europe or America, but I am afraid lest 
they should exist as a dead sect, having the 
form of religion without the power. If ever 
Methodism is overthrown it will be at the hands 
of her scholars who neither believe her doc- 
trines nor practice her policy. These are the 
unreasonable men from whom it must purge it- 
self or fall by its own weight.” 

It is bad enough for the professors of de- 
nominational schools to teach rationalism and 
dogma of evolution, but when the preachers do 
so, the situation is serious. As an illustration 
of the extent to which the canker of this propa- 
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ganda has spread, the Picture Story Paper, 
published by the Methodist Book Concern, of 
Cincinnati, printed the following for children: 

“J suppose they were, my dear, for man once 
walked on all fours and climbed like a monkey. Like 
the monkey, too, he had a natural coat of hair, and 
had no need of clothes. It was by covering the body 
more and more with clothes that mankind gradually 
lost the hairy covering.” 

This is an illustration of the sureness with 
which some religious men speak and teach what 
to them are truisms taken from a nebulous 
theory. 

To come back to the main question: Just 
what, after all, do the most learned of our sci- 
entists know? Many are familiar with what 

Thomas Edison once said in The American 
Magazine: “We don’t know one-millionth part 
of one per cent about anything. We don’t know 
what water is. We don’t know what light is. 
We don’t know what gravitation is. We don’t 
know what electricity is. We don’t know what 
heat is. We don’t know anything about magnet- 
ism. We have a lot of hypotheses, but that is 
all.” 


In 1914, Professor William Bateson, in Sci- 
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ence, said: “Of the physics and chemistry of 
life we know nothing. Living things are found 
by a simple experiment to have powers un- 
dreamed of, and who knows what may be be- 
hind?” S 

Dr. Nicholas Murray Butler of Columbia is 
quoted as follows: “Theoretically the average 
scientific investigator will admit that many of 
his beliefs are merely hypotheses, but practi- 
cally he will fight for them as though they were 
demonstrated facts. In view of the constantly 
shifting grounds of scientific data the men of 
science ought to be thankful for the compara- 
tive tolerance with which their dogmatizing is 
received.” 

Nothing seems at all certain in any scientific 
field, for theories are ever changing. A gener- 
ation ago science said the atom was the small- 
est possible division of matter. Now we are 
told that the atom is in itself a system of gyrat- 
ing worlds. ; 

Science once said the sun revolved around 
the earth; next, that the sun stood still and the 
earth did the revolving; whereas now science 
says both statements are false and that our 
whole planetary system is flying through space. 
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Science once proclaimed light to be a form of 
motion; now it is regarded as something akin 
to matter subject to gravitation, thanks to Pro- 
fessor Hinstein. 

Theo. Graebner, in his Essays on Eeetreal 
Evolution asks: “Which scientist has been able 
to. explain why the Quebec bridge collapsed 
during construction—collapsed not once, but 
‘three times, although built absolutely in accord 
with the accepted theory of strains? How can 
they expect us to trust them when they say 
what has happened in the gas-ball stage of the 
universe, if they are not sure of the laws which 
govern bridge-building?” 

Graebner tells us that true scholars have 
always been humble and the greatest of them 
Christians. Isaac Newton, one of the mightiest 
intellects of all time, said that all he knew 
amounted to a few pebbles gathered on the 
shores of infinity. Pascal, mathematical genius, 
Faraday, the physicist, Sir William Dawson, 
the Canadian scientist, “all had the humble 
spirit, the contrite heart, and the lowly mind. 
It is the two-cylinder, key-winder scientist, who 
writes high school texts for a living, that 
knows it all.” 
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Modern science—I mean much that is called 
science—is very well described as to its method 
by the following story taken from the Kiwanis 
Magazine, told to illustrate the ignorance of 
scientists regarding the ocean floor: f 

An inhabitant of Mars takes a trip in a fly- 
ing machine to this earth, and just as the ocean- 
ographer lets down sounding lines to bring up 
bits of matter from the depths of the sea, our 
Martian visitor, since he cannot live in air, ap- 
proaches to within five miles of our sphere and 
lets down a sounding-line to the surface of the 
earth he cannot see. He is rewarded, in repeated 
grapplings, with the following: 


1 dead cat 

1 suit of pink silk underwear 
1 straw hat with a hole in it 
1 Chinese lantern 

1 wheelbarrow 


Now our Martian scientist may not know 
anything about Aristotle, but he is a logician 
and a theorizer and he can probably build up a 
Neanderthal man and make a cast of him from 
a piece of microcephalic skull bone and another 
bone or two. So he proceeds to reason that the 


.3—Evolution 





“ONE DEAD CAT”—See Page 33. 
(Drawn for A. K. White by R. B. Fuller.) 
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inhabitants of the earth are all alike, i. e., limp, 
furry creatures, very small when young. They 
are large, however, when grown, because the 
clothing is for a large animal, and since this 
clothing is very thin, the climate is doubtless 
mild; and the grown animals have horns on 
their heads, for the headgear has a hole in it. 
And since these large, furry, horned animals 
use lanterns it is unquestionably dark on the 
earth and its civilization must be very slight be- 
cause the lantern is crude. There is little gravi- 
tation, since a one-wheeled vehicle will travel 
over it, And as the wheelbarrow has no springs, 
the earth’s surface must be very smooth. 
“How much,” suggests our Kiwanian, “can 
be known about the millions of square miles of 
ocean bottom through efforts to bring up lit- 
tle particles of matter with sounding-lines?” 
Surely men of science, of all people, should 
be free from prejudice. As a matter of fact, 
there is perhaps no greater intolerance in the 
world today than that of which our so-called 
intellectuals in university circles are guilty. As 
the Bible says, in professing themselves to be 
wise they become fools. It is a mistaken idea 
that you must search for bigotry among the so- 
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called narrow-minded, uneducated, uncultured 
people on the street. Very often the most des- 
picable, hard-boiled, stubborn bigots are men 
who sit in professors’ chairs in our higher 
schools of learning. The man of old-time faith 
may by no means be the worst mossback. 

If one were to attempt to write a little of 
what the wiseacres, and for that matter, of 
what the most learned men know, the world 
would not hold the books, but it would take a 
few Jupiters to hold the books about what they 
don’t know. Chemists have made an egg which 
looked like an egg, had a yolk like an egg, and a 
white like an egg, but all the hens and incuba- 
tors in the country could not hatch a chicken 
out of it. 

Some decades ago men were inclined to think 
they could produce life in the laboratory, but 
new revelations with regard to matter only 
make such boasts appear all the more ridicu- 
lous, to say the least; for embryologists, bac- 
teriologists, and physiologists, however hard 
they have labored, day and night, have got no 
further toward solving the enigma of the ori- 
gin of life than did their predecessors centuries 
ago. 
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We know very little about the water we 
drink, or the air we breath; and how near have 
we come to solving the simple, age-old problem 
of how the red cow, feeding on green grass, 
can give white milk? 

Where is the man today, however many 
degrees he may have attached to his name for 
his eminence in scientific investigation, who can 
explain the attraction of the root of a germi- 
nating plant toward the earth, and the upward 
growth of the plant? Yet our little high school 
savants and half-baked, skeptical, more-guilty- 
than-Voltaire-and-Tom Paine preachers in the 
pulpits teach evolution as gospel truth; and the 
way in which it is presented, particularly in the 
high schools, is accountable for the wayward- 
ness of thousands of our youth who are logical 
enough in their reasoning to see that if evolu- 
tion is true, the Bible and orthodox Christianity 
are largely built upon legend and myth. 

Professor William H. Wood, in his Religion 
of Science, says: “To reduce the dignity, the 
glory, and the immortality of man to a germ- 
cell eternity is to cut the nerve of progress, de- 
stroy civilization, open the door for all the ani- 
mal traits, and introduce the beast-like struggle 
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which terminates in the survival of the strong- 
est. It would set back the clock of progress 
many thousand years.” 

God help Christian professing parents who 
send their children to godless educational insti- 
tutions, making no protest over the poison they 
are receiving at the hands of infidel professors 
in the form of this damning evolutionary ma- 
terialism. 

True learning is highly to be prized, but it is 
the acquiring of so much, as Josh Billings 
would say, of what “isn’t so” that has such a 
deadening influence on the spiritual and in- 
tellectual faculties of our younger generation 
who would otherwise be Christian. 

Luther saw this in his day and said: “I am 
much afraid the universities will prove to be 
the great gates to hell, unless they diligently 
labor to explain the Holy Scriptures and en- 
grave them upon the hearts of youth. I ad- 
vise no one to place his child where the Scrip- 
tures do not reign paramount. Every institu- 
tion in which men are not unceasingly occupied 
with the Word of God must become corrupt.” 

And hear a testimony of modern times, a 
statement from the late Bishop Charles Fowler, 
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who said: “It may surprise you when IJ, a 
Bishop of the Methodist Episcopal Church and 
one time president of that church’s leading uni- 
versity (Northwestern), say, I believe our 
Methodist schools are doing the work of the 
devil more than that of the Lord Almighty.” 

Aye, parents should be extremely careful 
where they send their young people to school. 
A few years ago an educator told me he would 
not send a boy of his to a certain well-known 
university because of its social life. So often 
the influences and unspiritual atmosphere that 
surround an institution, whatever its standards 
of education may be, are the things that prove 
soul-destroying. 


CHAPTER IV 
Tiny, AND THEN SOME 


STRONOMERS delight in telling us 
A about celestial bodies so large that the 

mind can scarcely grasp the meaning 
of their dimensions or form a comprehensive 
notion of their distances. 

A 200-inch telescope is now being set up 
which, we are told, will enable scientists to de- 
tect the light of a candle 40,000 miles away. By 
means of the newer and larger telescopes as- 
tronomers are discovering that what was once 
thought to be only a twinkling star is a cluster 
of millions of worlds, all larger than our own; 
and it has been shown that some of the most re- 
mote objects visible to the largest telescopes are 
so far away that their light, traveling at 186,- 
000 miles a second, requires 140 million years 
to reach us. 

The whole creation is reckoned to be about 
one billion times as large as the part of space 
visible to the most powerful telescopes. Pro- 
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fessor J. H. Jeans, eminent astronomer and 
physicist, says that if the total number of suns 
in the universe were represented by an equal 
number of grains of sand, the latter would be 
sufficient to cover the entire state of New York 
with a layer a thousand feet deep; yet our own 
earth in size represents only a millionth of one 
of these sand grains. 

Not until recently, however, has science taken 
seriously into consideration the infinitude of the 
minute in nature. Mud used to be just plain 
mud, and ooze, plain ooze; there did not ap- 
pear to be very much plan or design in common 
dust. The evolutionist considered that God did 
not concern himself with ordinary dirt, which, 
after all, was so simple that some wiseacre 
would no doubt be able, some day, to juggle a 
little of it around in a test tube in the labora- 
tory and make life come out of it. 

As a matter of fact, some years ago a pro- 
fessor of physiological chemistry of the Uni- 
versity of Chicago was so ignorant about mat- 
ter thatthe is reported to have said in one of his 
lectures in the classroom: “The divine creation 
of life is a pure humbug. Life originally hap- 
pened. Life is made up of certain organic com- 
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pounds. Certain organic compounds were made 
by nature. The compounds came together in 
some manner, and the result was life. I believe 
in a short time real life will be created in the 
laboratory.” 


But the spectroscope and high-powered mi- 
croscope reveal that when men begin to play 
with mud and ooze they are playing with little 
universes as complicated in the direction of the 
tiny as our astronomical universe appears to 
be in the direction of infinite magnitude. 


Writing on the size of an atom, Professor 
Alfred Fairhurst, of Kentucky University, 
said: “The spectroscope enables us to detect 
the 1-180,000,000 of a grain of sodium, and 
this small speck of sodium must contain mil- 
lions of atoms in order to color the flame suf- 
ficiently to render the sodium visible.” 


The mote that dances in the sunbeam is com- 
posed of millions of atoms. One ounce of fluo- 
rescein will color a million pounds of water. A 
grain of musk will scent a room for years with- 
out losing an appreciable amount of its weight, 
and yet during this time the air- in the room 
may have been changed many, many times. 


- 
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What an enormous volume of air a little of the 
musk from the skunk will scent, and yet this is 
only possible from the infinite smallness of the 
molecules. 

“Nobert,” we are told, “has drawn four 
thousand lines on the breadth of one milli- 
meter, equivalent to 200,000 lines to the inch. 
A film of silver has been obtained 1-167,000 
of an inch in thickness, and films of platinum 
and gold have been obtained 1-125,000 of an 
inch in thickness, and yet it is probable that 
this thickness contains many atoms.” 

Nitric acid is composed of hydrogen, nitro- 
gen, and oxygen—three gasses. Take 272 cu- 
bic centimeters of nitrogen, 273 of hydrogen, 
and 809 of oxygen, and combine them in nitric 
acid, and you will have only one cubic centi- 
meter of the acid, but with 25,726,000,000,000- 
000,000,000 molecules as calculated by Fair- 
hurst. “The cube root of the above number is 
about 29,500,000, so that according to this es- 
timate, if the molecules of nitric acid fill the 
entire space in the 1 c.c., so that there are no 
vacant spaces between the molecules, then a 
molecule of the above gasses is, on the average, 
about 1-29,500,000 of a centimeter in diame- 
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ter, which is about 1-73,750,000 of an inch.” 

The wonderful thing about chemistry is that 
elements unite in exact proportions to form 
chemical compounds, and here again is a re- 
markable proof of the evidence of divine mind 
—of a Creator of the universe. When you con- 
sider the countless number of compounds that 
may be formed by the union of chemical ele- 
ments, ranging from the molecules of only two 
atoms up to the most complex molecules con- 
taining a dozen or: hundreds of atoms, and that 
in every compound the law of combination ac- 
cording to atomic weights is observed, you are 
face to face with one of the great mysteries and 
marvels of nature. 

Dr. Fairhurst exclaims, as may any intelli- 
gent observer: “Who numbers the atoms that 
they may combine? Who wheels them into line 
by twos, by tens, or by hundreds and binds 
them together? The power of the Infinite is 
upon them, for they are infinitely perfect in 
their workings. The hand that upholds and 
guides the earth and planets and the countless 
worlds that revolve through infinite space, 
guides the atoms of which all these worlds are 
made.” 
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The smallest bit of living matter is the cell. 
At the time the theory of evolution first gained 
prominence, it was believed that the cell was 
composed of nothing but slime and some com- 
mon material. But the microscope has revealed 
that the cell has a nucleus, the vital part of this 
tiny organism, which controls, incidentally, the 
production of its species. As time went on, the 
structure of the cell was found to be still more 
complex, for in the nucleus were discovered vi- 
tally important structures called. chromosomes, 
and inside the chromosomes, smaller chromo- 
meres. It is supposed that the microscope will 
be improved so as to reveal still smaller vital 
structures. The wonder of a cell is apparent, 
when it is realized that out of it can come a 
frog, a chicken, a cat with white hair, or a cat 
with black hair. Nothing that man has pro- 
duced, from the finest watch to the most in- 
tricate radio, can compare with the single cell 
for complexity of structure. 

A cell has been described as “a little universe 
formed of a host of sélf-propagating organ- 
isms, inconceivably minute and numerous as 
the stars of heaven.” Nor can the material of 
the cell be analyzed; it baffles all attemps to 
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take it apart or put it together, and if it is tam- 
pered with too much the life within it flees; 
and no scientist can put life back into that sub- 
stance again. 

Heaven indeed must have laughed, when 
years ago it was thought that man could take 
various materials, put them together, and pro- 
duce life from inorganic or dead substances. A 
certain Mr. Bastian actually announced that he 
had created life, but contemporaries like Tyn- 
dall, Dallinger, and Huxley showed that this 
gentleman was mistaken. Bastian had filled 
jars with infusions of hay, thoroughly boiling 
them until he believed all germs had been killed. 
In spite of such boiling, in a little while life did 
arise in myriad quantity in the jars, and the 
experimenter proclaimed his discovery to the 
world. The same experiments were then tried 
in laboratories throughout the world, but with 
different results. It was discovered that certain 
spores of some bacteria “are so involved in 
heat-resisting membranes that only prolonged 
exposure to dry, bakirf heat can be recognized 
as an efficient process of sterilization; also it 
was shown that the presence of bacteria, or 
their spores, is so universal that only extreme 
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precautions guard against a reinfection of the 
sterilized material.” 

In 1846, Pasteur forever upset the generally 
accepted theory of spontaneous generation. 
Redi had exploded the belief that maggots 
sprang into life spontaneously from dead car- 
casses, for he proved that they came as a result 
of flies having laid their eggs in dead flesh, and 
by screening off the flies he prevented any mag- 
gots from appearing. Pasteur demonstrated 
that the smaller forms of life, the bacteria, 
‘came from other bacteria already in existence; 
and he proved that flesh, thoroughly sterilized 
and protected from bacteria, could be kept for 
years fresh and wholesome. 

The more we study into the infinitude and 
complexity of small things, the more we ob- 
serve how man might just as well attempt to_ 
create a world as to create a living cell. 

William Schoeler, in his remarkable little 
book, The Truth About Evolution, says: “The 
universe is filled with thought. If it were not 
filled with thought, the human mind would not 
be compelled to think about it. But as a mat- 
ter of fact, the greatest minds have occupied 
themselves with nature and natural phenomena. 


48 A TOPPLING IDOL—EVOLUTION 


Kant himself, it will be remembered, used to 
say that there are two things which filled him 
with awe: conscience within and the starry 
heaven above. And he stated further: ‘Give 
me matter, and I will explain the formation of 
a world; but give me matter only, and I can- 
not explain the formation of a caterpillar.’ 
Professor Huxley often quoted the first half of 
that celebrated saying, but he usually omitted 
the last. The universe'is filled with thought. 
But there is no thought without a Thinker, and 
a Thinker is a person. We are compelled, there- 
fore, to believe that there is a personal Thinker 
in the universe. Of this personal Thinker the 
scripture says that ‘in the beginning’ He ‘cre- ~ 
ated the heaven and the earth.’ ” 

Evolutionists like James Harvey Robinson 
profess that man’s mind is of animal extraction. 
Indeed, man can become so low in his think- 
ing as to be like the beasts; for in the Old Tes- 
tament, almost three millenniums before Dar- 
win saw the light of day, was written, “I said 
in mine heart concerning the estate of the sons 
of men, that God might manifest them, and 
that they might see that they themselves are 
beasts” (Eccl. 3:18). But in the twenty-first 
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verse of this same chapter the question is asked, 
“Who knoweth the spirit of man that goeth 
upward, and the spirit of the beast that goeth 
downward to the earth?” “But the natural 
man,” says St. Paul, “receiveth not the things 
of the Spirit of God: for they are foolishness 
unto him: neither can he know them, because 
they are spiritually discerned. But he that is 
spiritual judgeth all things’ (1 Cor. 2:14). 

God created the universe and the human soul, 
and He never has said that He would destroy 
the soul. 

To summarize: the universe of God, in the 
infinitude both of what is great and what is 
small, shows His designing mind and creating 
power. The secret of life is with Him, and no 
chemist or other scientist, however well- 
informed, has ever been able to create it. The 
same mind that made the'world made mind and 
soul in man. And the mind and soul in man 
that recognizes the Creator may enjoy com- 
panionship with the mind of the Infinite. 

The evolutionist, the skeptic, and the ma- 
terialist, who believe that everything came by 
chance, will live and die and be lost in dark- 
ness—the lot of those who stumble on without 
4—Evolution 
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the lamp of faith. Nor to the Christian believer 
is his faith “a blind act of the soul, a leap in the 
dark.” Real faith and reason ever walk hand in 
hand and bring the soul into communion with 
God. No one can prove that his father is his 
father; but faith, backed by reason, tells the 
son who his father is. Faith born of reason tells 
us that God exists, and His Spirit witnesses 
with our spirits that we are His children. “And 
if children, then heirs; heirs of God, and joint- 
heirs with Christ; if so be that we suffer with 
him, that we may be also glorified together” 
. (Romans 8:17). 


CHAPTER V 


TRADE-MARKS OF THE CREATOR 


garded as God’s trade-marks, or further 

evidences of a designing mind in nature. 
Whenever man makes anything worth while he 
usually leaves a trade-mark or signs his name, 
being naturally desirous of receiving credit for 
praiseworthy achievement. Although the uni- 
verse shows unmistakable evidence of plan, 
there are people everywhere who are disposed 
to deny to the Creator any credit for what He 
has made. It has become the fashion to account 
for the world of nature as having, in some way, 
evolved slowly by chance through long and nu- 
merous stages of development. 

Modernist preachers and professors are 
wont, bluntly and without blinking an eye, dog- 
matically to affirm that man evolved from a 
brute. The result is that thousands of people 
who have loved the Bible and have hitherto 
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held to orthodox essentials of Christian belief, 
ignorant as to real scientific method, find them- 
selves in a fog, unsettled in mind and soul, 
wondering whether or not after all there is 
. anything to the atonement and the plan of sal- 
vation for the fallen man. 

There is fast developing a mighty intellectual 
tide against the sandy moorings to which all 
these dogmatic evolutionists are clinging. The 
day will come when no teacher or preacher, if 
‘he thinks anything of his reputation, will dare 
present evolution as a “fact of science.” The 
well-informed anti-evolutionist will not hedge, 
for he does not fear any of the arguments that 
the contender for monkey ancestry for man- 
kind may present. 

We are now prepared to ask a few questions 
of the evolutionist, who must, if he is consis- 
tent, bar from. beginning to end any super- 
natural interference with his scheme of devel- 
opment. And we must remember that the evo- 
lutionist is not consistent unless he can account 
not only for the world but the entire universe, 
in accordance with his theory. 

Take the water spider (Argyroneta Aquati- 
ca) as an illustration of a marvelous plan. 
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Down under the water she spins an egg-shaped, 
waterproof fabric with an opening underneath. 
When it is completed she goes to the surface 
and with her hind legs, which are covered with 
hair, she takes hold of a large bubble of air, 
carries it below and releases it in her house, re- 
peating these operations until all of the water is 
expelled. Then she goes inside, lays her eggs, 
and rears her offspring. All of this she must 
have done perfectly the first time it was ever 
done. How can the evolutionist account for the 
development of this act over slow stages? No 
half-way stage in the process could have been 
successful. It had to be complete. 

When studying in the university some of us 
learned, with careful instructions from the pro- 
fessor, how to paralyze the brain of a frog so 
that it could go on living and yet be insensible 
to any dissecting operations that might be per- 
formed upon it. Skunks, in order to feed their 
young, instinctively catch and mutilate frogs 
and toads so that they cannot get away. We 
are told that on one occasion as many as forty 
frogs and two toads were found beside a litter 
of young polecats. They were alive but only 
capable of crawling a little, having been bitten 





THE WATER SPIDER. “Under the water she sping . . .”—Sce pg. 53. 
(Reproduced by permission of British Museum [Natural History.]) 
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dexterously through the brain. What professor 
skunk ever taught a class of student skunks how 
to perform this operation? and how could the 
instinct have been evolved, however many mil- 
lenniums of time might have been given for it? 

There is a certain kind of wasp that will 
pounce upon a caterpillar or spider and sting it 
so adroitly as to destroy its power of motion 
without killing it. It will place this caterpillar, 
so treated, beside its egg, from which in due 
time comes a grub which feeds upon this vic- 
tim when the grub itself would be helpless to 
deal with such a prey. In the meantime the 
mother wasp may have died. What species of 
evolutionary development could have taught the 
wasp this trick? 

The female carpenter-bee excavates, in a 
piece of wood, a series of cavities one above the 
other, separated by partitions. She lays an egg 
in each chamber, beginning with the lowest, 
and provisions each compartment with a paste- 
ball formed of pollen and nectar on which the 
larva will feed. The egg in the lowest chamber 
hatches first and the grub escapes by a passage 
left for it. The one in the next chamber above 
gnaws through the floor and makes his way out: 
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“The Female Carpenter-bee excavates. . . 
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by the same opening as did his predecessor; 
and so on until all of the eggs hatch out and 
the grubs make their escape. Can evolution ac- 
count for such marvelous instinct? Does it not 
bear the trade-mark of a Creator? 

The larva of the emperor moth previous to 
its chrysalis stage spins for itself a double co- 
coon, leaving an opening fortified by elastic 
bristles pointing outward, and so arranged as to 
resist invasion from without while allowing the 
moth on the inside easily to make its way out. 

Who can account for what Alfred Newton 
regarded as one of the greatest mysteries of 
the whole animal kingdom, the instinct behind 
the migration of birds? Who directs the night- 
hawk in his journey of 7,000 miles from Alaska 
to Argentina, or the golden plover in his flight 
from the Arctic Circle to Nova Scotia and 
thence 2,400 miles beyond to South America? 
What school of science established for birds 
instructs them in these marvelous feats? If 
any man is fool enough to insist on believing 
that all of these things just happened in accord- 
ance with some vague notion of adaptation of 
nature, he takes the prize for gullibility, and he 
asks the creationist to believe miracles far more 
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ridiculous than anything ever suggested in the 
Bible. 

Tf you visit the New National Museum in 
Washington, you will find one of the most re- 
markable exhibitions of birds to be seen any- 
where. The collection of humming birds is es- 
pecially interesting—such a variety of plumage 
—tiny, beautiful birds of paradise, some of 
them. Do not overlook the elegant lyre bird 
whose plumes are spread in a perfect design of 
marvelous symmetry, another evidence of the 
Creator’s hand in nature; for who, on sober re- 
flection, could possibly assert that so beautiful 
and well-balanced a figure could come into ex- 
istence fortuitously, as our evolution skeptics 

would try to make us believe? Surely, to ra- 
tional, reasoning human beings, such chance is 
wnthinkable. 
' Our Darwinian guessers would have us be- 
lieve that a bat evolved from a mouse. Picture 
to yourself the different stages of development. 
The mouse’s feet, for no’reason at all so far as 
he can see, start webbing. He lives his life 
with little extraneous growths that are only a 
hindrance and a nuisance to him. Mr. Mouse’s 
immediate progeny, suffer with the same trou- 
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blesome growths, until in the course of time 
mice appear with webbed feet. Just what good 
they are to a field mouse or a house mouse no- 
body knows, except that they would help Mr. 
Web-foot Mouse to travel rather fast should he 
happen to fall into the water. But the webs 
continue developing until, if we would believe 
the story, a creature is evolved which is half 
mouse and half bat. He cannot swim efficiently ; 
he cannot walk, nor can he fly. He is a help- 
less freak, unable to take care of himself. 
Furthermore, if such an evolution took place, 
there should be available in nature innumerable 
fossils showing these stages of development. 
But of genuine links, our evolutionist’ story- 
teller can produce not one. There should be 
thousands and perhaps millions of them, and 
while there are all sorts of fossil bat-like crea- 
tures on exhibition, not one link between a 
mouse and a bat has ever been brought forth. 
Someone may ask, How about that four-legged 
fish that walked on land, the fossil remains of 
which the Arctic explorer, Koch, claimed to 
have discovered, as announced in 1932? As yet 
the information given the public is exceedingly 
meager. We doubt very much that Dr. Koch 
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will ever be able to prove that he has found a 
“link” instead of some extinct species of per- 
fect amphibian. According to evolution there 
should be thousands upon thousands of inter- 
mediates both before and after the creature. 
We have a right to ask him what kind of fish 
it Came from and into just what animal it was 
developing. 

This chapter could be expanded into an en- 
cyclopedia depicting the marvels of insect and 
animal life in which thousands of instances 
might be presented showing how creatures, per- 
fect in their characteristic instincts and habits, 
would be utterly helpless and impossible were 
they only partially developed. 


CHAPTER VI 
How OLp ARE THE HILLs? 


HERE is in my heart an ineradicable af- 
[ection for the mountains. Being a native 

of Colorado, a good portion of my life 
has been spent in mountain regions. For years, 
as I have climbed peaks and traveled through 
canyons, an impression has persisted in my 
mind as to the relative newness of the moun- 
tains. 

There has grown up in evolutionary theory 
what may be regarded as a hoax of time. The 
time element has been played with most ex- 
travagantly to enable evolutionists to account 
for radical changes in nature. Time seems to 
work all sorts of wonders, changing worms 
into lizards, lizards into flying animals, flying 
animals into monkeys, monkeys into men, and 
so on. 

Much has been said of the great age of the 
rocks and of the mountain ranges themselves, 
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how that millions and billions of years were re- 
quired for their making. 

Time, however, is relative, and of itself can 
accomplish little or nothing. What we may re- 
gard as the age-aspects of things may often 
have less to do with time than with many other 
things. A certain prominent observer of so- 
ciological conditions in Britain, for instance, 
declared that a great many girls in England 
(and there are many such in America) were 
old before they were twenty, because of the 
fast lives they lived of unrestraint and sin. 
Many a poor orphan boy, thrown upon the 
world early in life to make his living, has be- 
come an old man in experience before reaching 
twenty-five, whereas other comparatively old 
men, having been reared under different con- 
ditions and living more normally, seem never to 
lose their youthfulness. 

Students of nature are beginning to observe 
that the elements of speed—sudden catastro- 
phies, or great convulsions—have played a part 
in world-making as well as the mere element of 
time. One observer may calculate from what 
he has learned of ordinary erosive forces how 
many hundreds of thousands of years it took 
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to build up the soil of a given valley, and use 
this as a general rule. Yet great landslides, 
earthquakes or floods have in one season ef- 
fected radical changes in terrain, over rela- 
tively wide areas, burying vegetation with mud 
and silt or suddenly altering courses of rivers, 
in such a way as to upset generally accepted 
calculations. Confirmed evolutionists shy away 
from cataclysms that shorten time. 

When you stand on the bank of a mountain 
stream as it tears down through the canyon 
after a rainstorm and see the havoc wrought, 
how great boulders are easily displaced and 
tons upon tons of sediment washed down to 
the plains in a few minutes before your eyes, 
you cannot but feel that some scientists have 
been rather careless in their estimate of the 
time God required to do His work. 

If you examine the mountain slopes them- 
selves you will find much, aside from some of 
the harder crystalline metamorphic rocks, that 
seems crumbly and soft, an easy prey to all 
sorts of weathering. 

The Mississippi, it has been estimated, car- 
ries annually about 340,000,000 tons of silt in 
suspension in its waters, with more than one- 
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third as much more in the form of solutions. 
Here speed is an important factor, for the mov- 
ing power of a current of water varies as the 
sixth power of its velocity. If the velocity of 
a current be trebled, its transporting capacity 
would be 729 times as great as before, in that 
729 equals the sixth power of three. 

One of the greatest crimes of modern life is 
the removal of forests, which means increased 
speed of water drainage, and results i in the ir- 
reparable loss of soil. 

My grandfather owned a beautiful farm in 
Kentucky where Mother was born. He moved 
away and it fell eventually into the hands of 
an ignorant German who believed that trees 
around a house drew lightning. He cut down 
the orchards, and in the course of time the 
farm became practically denuded of trees. 
Mother never cared to visit it after that. To 
hear her talk you would think that the old home- 
stead had been virtually washed away. 

Great, beautiful forests are yearly laid waste 
on our continent to supply the demand for cheap 
newspaper pulp. Within a decade or a genera- 
tion, as a result of this prodigality, terrain that 
has stood up for ages becomes transformed 
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into veritable bad lands. Seventy per cent of the 
world is covered by water, and the depth of the 
ocean varies from 500 to 31,000 feet, with an 
average of 13,000 feet, whereas the average 
height of the land is only about 2,300 feet. If 
the present dry land should sink beneath the 
ocean, the water would be raised only 650 feet; 
or if all the present inequalities of the globe 
were smoothed out, the water would cover the 
earth to a uniform depth of 9,000 feet. 

Men who are used to playing with time in 
figures running into the billions may well con- 
sider how relatively short a time might be 
needed, with the present rate of deforestation, 
if not to sink our continents into the sea, in any 
case, to wash away the better part of our life- 
supporting soil. 

But to come back to the age of the hills, Dr. 
George McCready Price, in his New Geology, 
outlining his theory of the new catastrophism, 
says: 

“As for Asia, the most recent investigators of the 
geology of that continent declare that the mountain 


ranges throughout much of Asia ‘challenge credulity 
by the evidence of their extreme youth.’” i 


Bayley Willis, in his book, Research in China, 
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is of the opinion that “the principal continen- 
tal upwarp of central Asia” must have occurred 
even after all of the Tertiary period. “It ap- 
pears to fall chiefly within the Quarternary.” 
“Other geologists,’ says Price, “had already 
admitted the ‘late’ Tertiary date of the Hima- 
layas; but in view of the recent evidence of the 
extreme youth of-the rest of the mountains in 
Asia, Willis suggests that possibly these, the 
greatest mountains of the globe, may date from 
the Pleistocene.” : 

We read further: 

“Evidently this work of mountain-making through- 
out the earth may not have occurred until all of the 
‘real fossiliferous strata were deposited, and then may 
have been all crowded into a very short period of time. 
Certain it is, that the whole of this must have taken 
place since man and the other thousands of living 
species were upon the earth; for these mountains 
contain their fossils by the myriads, these fossils hav- 
ing been buried by flowing water, in most cases de- 
monstrably ocean water. No wonder Dana says that 
this late date of the mountains is ‘one of the most 
marvelous in history.’ ” 

Perhaps, in the course of time, students will 
cease swallowing without question the hypoth- 
esis that our present world, through long- 
drawn-out, tedious processes of change and de- 
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velopment, has been uncounted millions or bil- 
lions of years in the making. 

That something not so many millenniums 
ago suddenly happened to the whole world is 
undeniable in view of the observations and dis- 
coveries continually made. Tropical ferns, and 
bones of prehistoric animals to which the flesh 
still adheres intact, in the icebound regions of 
the north, reveal that at some time, somehow 
or other, a sweeping change occurred in cli- 
matic conditions, as if the world, almost over- 
night, suddenly shifted and acquired a new axis. 

The so-called scientific doctrine of evolution 
by slow stages has affected thinking on almost 
every line. It has worked disaster for some in 
the realm of theology so that the idea of sud- 
den conversion has been done away with, and 
people endeavor to explain all kinds of prog- 
ress, whether moral, material, social, or other- 
wise, in terms of evolutionary development. 

The more we learn about the world, life it- 
self, and God, the more we understand the 
suddenness with which changes may come and 
the quickness with which God himself works. 
We read in Malachi 3:1: “Behold, I will send 
my messenger, and he shall prepare the way 
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before me: and the Lord, whom ye seek, shall 
suddenly come to his temple, even the messen- 
ger of the covenant, whom ye delight in: be- 
hold, he shall come, saith the Lord of hosts.” 

Throughout the Bible there are references to 
sudden changes, stories of how people in this 
or that instance were caught unawares or taken 
off their guard. “In such an hour as ye think 
not,” we read, “the Son of man cometh.” 

In a time when people were everywhere cry- 
ing, “Peace, peace,” and the intellectuals were 
declaring that we had developed into such su- 
permen that war was no longer considered 
profitable or as belonging properly to civiliza- 
tion, it took only a few weeks for a score of na- 
tions, in the first world war, to be at one anoth- 
er’s throats: in a deadly Armageddon. Now, 
thinking men wonder if another global conflict 
will leave any humans alive. 

A man may live for seventy years, and al- 
though he may be enjoying good health today, 
he may be struck by an automobile or a train to- 
morrow and be so suddenly killed as never to 
know what happetiéd’ to ‘him. Sudden destruc- 
tion can come to nations; and who knows, with 
all of the scientists’ boasts of the ages required 
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for the making of men and of the world, but 
that sudden destruction by means of the atomic 
bomb may come to humanity itself? 

Little wonder that people everywhere specu- 
late with fear on the possibility of suicide or 
annihilation of the human race arising out of 
man’s increased knowledge and ability to play 
with powerful forces of nature. 

In the doctrine of “The New Catastrophism” 
—as truly scientific as any hypothesis ever pre- 
sented in the field of geology or biology—we 
have an enlightening commentary on the Del- 
uge recorded in the Bible. Along with Hiro- 
shima and Nagasaki, it should stimulate some 
interesting though perhaps disturbing reflec- 
tions on the possibility of such world-sweeping 
troubles and tribulation as are predicted in the 
Bible to fall upon a humanity that has forsaken 
and defied the God of the universe. 

There is a vital connection between the spir- 
itual and the material. If God once suddenly 
destroyed the race of men because of sin and 
iniquity, may He not as suddenly do so again? 
Civilization never faced greater problems than 
at present. It has been the boast of evolution- 
ary scientists that all of civilization’s ills could 
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be healed through modern scientific methods if 
applied to economics, government, and social 
relations; but the great depression brought 
home to the world the impotence of much upon 
which the intellectual world has placed depend- 
ence. Dr. Butler, president of Columbia Uni- 
versity, in the heyday of his intellectual ascend- 
ency, delivered a speech in Paris on the world 
economic crisis; and was impelled to exclaim: 


“Why is it that with all the progress which the 
world is making in so many directions—science, let- 
ters, fine arts, every form of industry, commerce, 
transportation—why is it that there still exists so 
much want, so much of all that which for lack of a 
better name may be summed up under the single 
word, poverty? 

“Henry George asked that question fifty years ago. 
Today everywhere in this world, East, West, North, 
South, Europe, America, Asia, Africa, that question is 
being asked—why is it that, with all that man has 
accomplished to his great satisfaction and pride in 
this last generation or two, why is it that the world 
today is in the grasp of the greatest economic, finan- 
cial, social, and political series of problems which 

~ have ever faced it in history? Why is it?” 


Other thinkers have been alarmed at what 
has seemed imminently probable, and that is a 
sudden collapse of the capitalistic system and 
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the present social order. In any event, with all 
our learning and scientific achievement, we live 
in morally perilous times. The late Dr. Clar- 
ence True Wilson exclaimed: 

“This moral depression has gone into the homes. 
We find cigarette-smoking and cocktail-drinking wo- 
men as symptoms of the times. What we need is a 
great moral leader. We need another Martin Luther. 
We need great evangelists.” 

To some it is given to understand the truth, 
and every praying Christian will keep his mind 
and soul prepared for any emergency. “For 
when they shall say, Peace and safety; then 
sudden destruction cometh upon them, as trav- 
ail upon a woman with child; and they shall not 
escape” (1 Thess. 5:3). 


HopPE ror HUMANITY IN CHRISTIAN 
DOcTRINE 


These are gloomy speculations, but wait! 
There is a bright and hopeful side to the Chris- 
tian doctrine of sudden changes, which can be. 
for good as well as for ill. Both world wars did. 
end with comparative suddenness, and peace: 
came like a sunburst of glory to hearten suffer- 
ing humanity. The Wesleyan revival brought 
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a sudden change for good to England’s spiritual 
life: The Great Awakening begun under the 
preaching of Jonathan Edwards quickly turned 
America right-about-face. A wave of new 
spiritual life swept over the country and it is 
estimated that in New England, with a popula- 
tion of 250,000, there were 40,000 converts. 
History tells us that a new spirit of Christian 
unselfishness and of consecration characterized 
the churches. Schools of all grades sprang into 
existence and large sums of money were 
brought out of their hiding places to be devoted 
to religious and educational projects. 

Aye, men and nations who seek God can be 
changed in a twinkling. The transformation of 
Dickens’ Scrooge illustrates the quickness or 
the suddenness of the change that can be 
_ wrought in human character, and there is that 
glorious promise in Isaiah concerning how a 
nation shall be born “at once.” 

The world needs a remedy quickly, and it 
will find it only in the general seeking, by 
men and women everywhere, for the “old 
paths” wherein there is rest for the soul. 


CHAPTER VII 


How O tp 1s Man? 


ROT OUT your figures! 
T If a strip of paper could be laid from 

San Francisco to Boston, 3,300 miles, 
and someone would take time to write a figure 
9 at San Francisco, and after it, a naught for 
every inch until he got to Boston, he would 
have a pretty large number. And since “the 
world is so full of a number of things,” and 
the universe so great, we have no doubt that 
this figure would be utterly inadequate as a 
basis of calculation for certain great distances 
or for estimating some quantities of things in 
nature. 

Figures may mean something, or nothing at 
all. The employment of large numbers may be 
impressive, like high-sounding ‘names to the 
ignorant, but théy do not prove an argument 
to be scientific. The length of time man has 
lived on the earth has been variously estimated 
by evolutionists at from 25,000 to billions of 
years. The more our evolutionists study the 
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mysteries of life, the more impressed they are 
that their theories need more time. 

The late Henry Fairfield Osborn, promi- 
nent evolutionist, says: “To my mind, the hu- 
man brain is the most marvelous and mysteri- 
ous. object in the whole universe, and no geo- 
logic period seems too long to allow for its 
natural development.’”’? So he thinks that man 
appeared upon the earth with the creation of 
the first great plateaus in central Asia one and 
one quarter billion years ago. 

Now, we would not have begrudged Osborn 
the use of any figures if he had taken the time 
to write them out. Perhaps if he could have 
studied brain cells a little more minutely, with 
higher-powered microscopes yet to be produced, 
he would have found them even more com- 
plicated than he supposed and doubtless 
would have felt it necessary to lengthen his 
string of ciphers. 

Poor Osborn needed our sympathy, for note 
how he used the word “seems.”’ For years it has 
been the chief stock in trade for evolutionists 
to speculate on what seems; but some of us 
become as impatient with this sort of thing 
as did-Hamlet with his mother when he said, 
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“Seems, Madam! . . . I know not seems.” 


So much that is called science these days, 
we reiterate, is the veriest sort of “seeming” 
and guesswork. . 

There is some sense to the kind of investi- 
gation carried on some years ago by the Geo- 
graphic Society amongst Pueblo Indian ruins 
in New Mexico, to determine the age of some 
of the Indian villages, where the rings of trees — 
furnish unerring chronological data, taking us 
back year by year as far as 1260 A. D. There 
is real science here, for we have reliable records 
that speak for themselves and such study and 
scientific achievements are worthy of our ad- 
miration. ied 

When, however, men dig down into the earth 
and bring up an old bone and tell us that it 
is 300,000 years old, a supposition based on 
mere conjecture, and call this science, we ob- 
ject. McMullen in his Logic of Evolution il- 
lustrates this variety of science(?) in an 
account of the discovery of the skeleton of 
a Red Indian found at considerable depth 
below the surface of the ground in New 
Orleans, when excavating was being done 
for gas works. Along came so eminent 
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an authority as Professor Lyell, who declared 
that the skeleton was 57,000 years old. But 
the workmen continued to dig, and deeper 
down found a piece of wood which showed 
the workmanship of a high order of tools. 
If the Red Indian were 57,000 years old, 
then our piece of wood should be older. But 
after being placed before the New Orleans 
Academy of Science and carefully examined 
it was pronounced no relic at all, but the 
gunwale of a Kentucky flatboat; so the fig- 
ures with reference to the age of the Red 
Indian had to be revised considerably. 

Townsend tells us how a few years ago hu- 
man remains found in the peat-bogs of Scot- 
land and Ireland were pronounced by several 
scientific men to have carried the antiquity of 
people who inhabited Great Britain in early 
days back many thousand years beyond his- 
toric times. A little later, however, at the same 
level, some axes and knives of Roman manu- 
facture were discovered with telltale coins bear- 
ing the stamp of the Roman Empire as late as 
237 A. D. 

In 1930 the bones of a giant mastodon 
were discovered near Cromwell, Indiana. Dr. 
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C. J. Fish, director, and Dr. J. T. San- 
ford, curator, of the Museum of Science of 
Buffalo, examined them. The world was first 
informed that the mastodon was from forty 
to fifty thousand years old. As the work 
of excavation was carried on, shells of fresh 
water snails and clams, and trunks and 
branches of trees were unearthed. The first 
estimate shrank to “from ten thousand’ to. 
twenty thousand years.” Dr. J. J. Galloway, 
professor of paleontology at Columbia Uni- 
versity, who visited the site in 1930, said the 
animal lived ten thousand years ago, before 
there were any human beings in the Western 
Hemisphere. Finally, in 1931, when shells and 
plant remains identical with modern species 
were discovered in the same stratum and below 
the skeleton, Dr. Sanford is reported, in an ar- 
ticle entitled, “Mastodon Hunt Sport of Early 
Indiana Gentry,” as admitting that the beast 
lived possibly as recently as one thousand years 
ago. 

A scientific mission sent from Madrid to 
Tetuan, Morocco, examined what was believed 
to be the skeleton of a prehistoric animal mil- 
lions of years old. These old “bones,” however, 
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proved to be the remains of a harvesting ma- 
chine abandoned by a farmer in 1917 during 
the Riffian war. The original investigators had 
mistaken the curved iron teeth of the machine 
for the ribs of a dinosaur. 

We are indebted to Theo. Graebner for a de- 
lightful story of a piece of an old bone which 
was found,-not so long since, in a quarry near 
Rutherford College, North Carolina. Grave 
men of science from various parts of the coun- 
try inspected it. Newspaper men tell us that if 
five people witness an accident, no two of them 
will see and report it alike. Perhaps there are 
some allowances to be made for human nature, 
even in scientists. We should not be too criti- 
cal of them. At any rate, some of these scien- 
tists declared this to be the tooth of some pre- 
historic animal. Others said it was the knee- 
cap of a monster no less than 300,000 years 
old, living way back there when the Mississippi 
Valley was a great inland sea. 

The owner of the quarry, Mr. A. T. Aber- 
nathy, of Berk County, N. C., happened in this 
instance to possess some “‘facts of science” that 
the others did not have. He announced that 
this venerable bone was only a joint from the 
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backbone of a whale washed ashore in 1882, 
for he learnedly recognized it by a split where 
his brother had sawed out a piece to repair a 
part of his violin. What was perfectly astound- 
ing was that the said A. T. Abernathy deposited 
the specimen in the quarry himself in order to 
test the ability. of scientists to determine the 
age of old bones dug out of the ground. 

But we must hear about some other bones. 
It is remarkable how some very ordinary old 
bones manage to jump into the limelight when 
you call them by fancy names. The bone busi- 
ness appears to be a very profitable one for 
evolutionists. They seem never to run out of 
names. Periodically, in order that they may be 
able to report progress, they must find a bone 
and give it a nice, long, more or less unpro- 
nounceable cognomen. 

One “astonishing find” takes us over to 
‘China. Ten skeletons, only one of which boasts 
a skull, were found in a limestone bed at Chow 

- Outien. But behold, they represent the famous 
Peiping Man, or, if you please, 


Mr. SI-NAN-THRO-PUS PE-KIN-E-SIS! 


Sir John Bland-Sutton called him a gorilla. 
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Later came Dr. Davidson Black, anatomist of 
the Rockefeller foundation at Peiping, China, 
in charge of the “Peking man” researches, to 
announce that this skull, as well as others more 
recently found, were simply those of men, and_ 
termed the Bland-Sutton theory “nonsensical.” 

Dogs have fought a good deal over bones, 
but some scientists certainly have tall, spectacu- 
lar wrangles over them, to say the least. 

It would take many millions of fossils to 
bridge evolutionary gaps; and though the evo- 
lutionist at the present time has quite a nice lit- 
tle back yard littered with old bones for exhibi- 
tion, no dependable fossil links are available. 
We are not going to waste time, paper, and 
ink describing them, or copying all of the tags 
and labels that have been pasted on them. There 
are several that are considered important, how- 
ever, and these we must mention, leaving most 
of the details and particulars of description to 
other writers listed in our bibliography, who 
have very ably disposed of them. 

Almost as famous now as Adam, is 


Mr. PITH-E-CAN-THRO-PUS ERECTUS. 


This monkey-gentleman and venerable ancestor 





ALLEGED “MISSING-LINKS” 


A, Ape-Man of Java C. Heidelberg Man 
B. Pilldown Man D. Neanderthal Man 


(Sketches by B. Clarke; based on models in American 
Museum of Natural History) 
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of the human race hails from the Island of 
Java. His discoverer is a Dutchman, an army 
officer, Dr. Eugene Dubois. In 1891, while 
digging for fossils along a river, he discovered 
a molar tooth,-and a month later, about three 
feet away, the top part of a skull. The fol- 
lowing year, fifty feet away from where he 
found the skull and first tooth, he came upon 
a thigh bone. Some weeks thereafter he added 
another molar tooth to the collection. These 
four pieces of bone, discovered in a section 
where animal remains were abundant, be- 
came the basis of the so-called Ape-Man of 
Java. 

We are told that this creature lived 500,000 
years ago. 

When the relics were presented to the Third 
International Congress of Zoology, in Ger- 
many, Dr. Rudolph Virchow said that the 
bones were found so far apart there was no 
certainty that they belonged to the same crea- 
ture. Dubois soon after took his bones home 
to Holland, locked them up, and refused to 
bring them out for further study and exhibi- 
tion, allowing only some plaster casts of the 
skullcap, from which commercial replicas have 
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been made, to be furnished the scientific world. 

Professor Scott of Princeton, studying one 
of these plaster casts, has announced that the 
Java man’s skull belongs to a human being of 
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REMAINS OF PITHECANTHROPUS 
Found by soldier, Dubois 
a degraded type, and a very sensible and strong 
opinion has prevailed that it is microcephalic, 
i. e., the skull of an idiot. Newspapers have 
pictured some kind of: half-brute, half-man 
creature based upon these four pieces of bone; 
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but anyone takes the prize for gullibility who 
accepts as science highly imaginative creations 
based upon evidence so flimsy and unsatis- 
factory as that afforded by the testimony of the 
Dutchman and his meager relics. 

“Before we go any further, remember that 
in practically every instance where an old ‘“‘ape- 
man” bone has been picked up, it is possible to 
find other skulls and bones that are normal in 
type, showing that if an odd, deformed crea- 
ture did exist, there were also contemporary 
with him other human creatures as regular as 
any we have today. Dubois has recently con- 
fessed that he found other larger skulls when 
he discovered Pithecanthropus. Students pass 
lightly over statements such as Osborn and 
others make with reference to finding these 
“other bones,” to the effect that they do not 
reveal anything, but are stored away for fur- 
ther study.” 

When Washington was fighting in the 
Revolutionary War in America, there existed 
on the North American continent all types of 
Indian civilization, and every day since, and 
for millenniums before, bones of men contem- 
porary with each other, representing every con- 
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ceivable variation from a savage man to the 
cultured, have been thrown simultaneously into 
graves. - Evolutionists never emphasize these 
facts. 

Dr. Townsend quotes an evolutionary scien- 
tist, Professor E. D. Cope, as saying quietly, 
when he looked at a newly discovered specimen 
which upset one of his theories, “If no one 
were looking, I should be glad to throw that 
fossil out of the window.” 

A Famous JAw 

Now, ladies and gentlemen, step up and 
shake hands with Mr. Homo Hei-del-ber-gen- 
sis! Perhaps I have embarrassed this worthy 
ancestor by asking you to shake hands with 
him, for as a matter of fact, he hasn’t any 
hands! And to tell you the truth, he hasn’t any 
feet, for there isn’t anything to him but a jaw- 
bone. This was discovered in 1907 by two 
workmen in a sand pit near Nauer, Germany. 
But Dr. F. Osborn very graciously supplied, 
from his own parts department, everything 
lacking, even to flesh, and has perpetuated him 
in statuary, representing him as a.monkey-like 
creature carrying the carcass of a wild boar on 
his shoulders. 
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JAW OF THE “MAN OF HEIDELBERG” 


This brother, or “father,” lived 250,000 
years ago, we are told. If this jawbone is extra- 
ordinary, it is chiefly because of its large size, 
having belonged to a man of giant-like stature. 
But the late well-known evolutionary anthro- 
pologist, Hrdlicka, told us that the teeth of this 
jaw, so perfectly preserved, “are unquestion- 
ably human teeth.” 

Byron Nelson, in his splendid treatise, After 
Its Kind, presents a picture of Marquis de Pin- 
edo, a famous Italian aviator, and asks us to 
observe that. “the same. rounding, receding 
shape of chin is found in this brilliant man as 
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is found in the Heidelberg jaw.” Pinedo’s jaw, 
Nelson avers, if found in some ancient deposit, 
would furnish, according to evolutionary meth- 
ods, good proof of evolution. 

What evidence of link between man ahd the 
brute evolutionists can derive from this illus- 
trious mandible, is certainly most pitifully 
slight. Price, who regards the specimen as un- 
doubtedly quite old, says that everything about 
the whole matter is so delightfully uncertain 
as to be an admirable subject for discussion. 

Mr. E-0-AN-THRO-PUS DAW-SON-I. 

Next, we present a distinguished gap-filler 
for your entertainment, assembled from what 
are known as the Piltdown Skull fragments. 

A certain Mr. Dawson, in about 1908, pro- 
cured from some workmen digging in a gravel 
pit in England a small fragment of a skull. 
Several years later, Dawson came upon the 
same spot and gathered two more skull pieces, 
and the next year, half of a jawbone. The rea- 
son Dawson supposed this latter acquisition to 
belong with the other fragments is that he 
guided himself to the location by a tree. At 
this same time a friend picked up another wee 
fragment. .A year later a priest found a tooth: 
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DAWSON’S PILTDOWN RELICS 


to add to the collection. The same region con- 
stitutes a pretty fair graveyard for bones of 
elephants, hippopotami, beaver, horses, and 
deer.” : 

These bones have been arranged, rearranged 
and played with, and fitted in plaster models 
so as to make some kind of head or skull, vary- 
ing in brain capacity from 1,070 to 1,500 
cubic centimeters. 

Tt would take considerable space to tell of 
the bickering and controversy that have gone 
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on over these parts, which some believe do: 
not belong to each other. But leave it to 
man’s imagination to make something out 
of just anything, or nothing at all. Behold Dr. 
Osborn’s result: supplying everything needed, 
he presented us with the statue of a man of a 
low order of intelligence—big mouth, broad 
nose, low forehead, shaded with thick locks of 
matted hair. Dr. Osborn should have been a 
story writer or novelist instead of an anthro- 
pologist. 

We would not care how much this one-time 
curator of the Natural History Museum of 
New York played with modeling clay and plas- 
ter of Paris, if poor, innocent high school in- 
fants, under the instruction of puerile-minded 
pedagogues, were not disposed to accept it all 
as overwhelming “facts of science.” 

We have one other puppet to thrust before 
our audience on the Punch-and-Judy stage of 
speculation. Ladies and gentlemen, make the 
acquaintance of 

Mr. Homo NE-AN-DER-THA-LEN-SIS. 

This worthy patriarch was fabricated from a 
human skull and numerous parts of a skeleton 
carelessly dug up by workman in a cave in 
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western Germany in 1856. “Dr. Virchow, 
foremost scientist of his day,” says Nelson, 
“and others since his time, looked upon the 
skull as deformed by disease, while others of 
high scientific repute regarded the specimens 
as probably proceeding from an idiot. From 
the shape of the skull the individual would be 
classed as a ‘low brow.’ However, in brain 
capacity the Neanderthal man (if it was not a 
woman), was but little below the average Eu- 
ropean, for it has been variously estimated by 
the evolutionists themselves at around 1,230 
G&S” ; 
The Neanderthal skull, according to Nelson, 
might have well belonged to Marquis de La- 
fayette, who had a low and receding forehead. 
The low-brow theory, as a matter of fact, has 
been marked down in price considerably of late. 
Someone calls it just “another exploded idea.” 
Dr. Ales Hrdlicka, of the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution, has discovered that negroes have higher 
foreheads, on the average, than whites, and 
the results of his studies do not indicate any 
relation between height of brow and either in- 
telligence-or criminality. In other words, while 
we may-not see so much beauty in a low brow, 


°92 A TOPPLING IDOL—EVOLUTION 


there is no science with which to charge its 
possessor as being more immediately related 
to monkeys than are his high-brow brothers or 
contemporaries. 

The Neanderthal man, however, is admit- 
tedly human, and no dependence can be placed 
upon him as a gap-filler. This also applies to 
the much-advertised Cro-Magnon skull, an- 
other relic representing, according to Osborn 
himself, a “people like ours in point of evolu- 
tion, . . . a race of warriors, of hunters, of 
painters and sculptors.” 

This disposes pretty well of the principal an- 
thropological “proofs” on which modern evolu- 
tionists rely for man’s descendance from the 
brutes. The chronology of these various sets 

of bones or fragments, as showing develop- 

_ ment, is all a fiction in the minds of evolution- 
ists. Those that appear to be the most primi- 
tive may have been the most recent. The fact 
that some bones are mineralized more than oth- 
ers is no criterion of age, for human bones, in- 
terred in moist places, may become heavily min- 
eralized within a few years. 

Nor may depth of bone deposits mean any- 
thing with respect to civilization. In Zululand, 
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in Africa, overgrown with underbrush, are the 
remains of remarkable stone buildings con- 
structed by people of a relatively high order 
of. civilization, whereas today natives dwell 
near at hand in grass houses and use crude — 
spears and bows for weapons. 

Today there may roam over sites like that 
of ancient Troy, nomad tribes who live in a 
state of semi-barbarity, much less civilized 
than were those people who reared ancient . 
monuments of beautiful architectural design, 
the ruins of which are deeply buried. 

In a paper contributed to The Bible Cham- 
pion, Dr. W. T. Riley says: “No less an au- 
thority than Sir William Ramsay admits that 
we cannot trace human history beyond about 
7,000 years, and even the devotees of the Dar- 
winian hypothesis seldom talk of civilization as 
covering more than a 10,000 year period, al- 
though maintaining that man has been on ioe 
earth for hundreds of thousands of years.” 

So.far as any-real scientific data relating to 
the age of man are concerned, anything that 
places his antiquity beyond relatively a few 
thousand years is as yet only supposition and 
conjecture. 


* CHAPTER VIII 


THis ONION-SKIN WORLD OF OURS 


haps some would account for it on the ba- 
sis of our living on an onion. 

The onion-skin theory of the earth’s con- 
struction has been a happy one for evolution- 
ists. 

Theories are houses of blocks, one block sup- 
porting another. Knock the bottom block out, 
and all the others will topple to the ground. The 
theory of organic evolution rests upon another 
theory, that of the uniformity of the carth’s 
strata. 

These earth skins are like so many hides, 
each of which may be split up into different 
layers. There are four main divisions: Ceno- 
zoic, Mesozoic, Paleozoic, and Primary or 
Primitive. These, in turn, are subdivided, and 
in most cases the subdivisions, as our table 
‘shows, consist of upper, middle, and lower 
layers. — 

In order to understand the most important 
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basis of the theory of evolution, one must give 
a little thought to geology, for evolutionists 
rely upon fossils for the principal “proofs” of 
their belief; and what a seemingly convincing 
story they have been telling us! But now this 
bottom block has been rudely kicked out from 
under the pile by careful study of stratigraphi- 
cal conditions. throughout the world, with re- 
por ts that have made the onion theory look sick. 
One leader in this field is Dr. George McCready 
Price, author of The New Geology, who in a 
very able fashion explodes the hitherto gener- 
ally accepted notions of stratigraphical uni- 
formity. 
According to evolution, the oldest primitive 
formations had few fossils, or none at all. 
Above this, in the Paleozoic, were invertebrates, 
fishes, insects, amphibians, and coal plants. 
Above the Paleozoic, in the Mesozoic strata, 
were reptiles, conifers, and palms. Then in the 
Cenozoic were man and mammals. Man, belong- 
-ing to the top skin, is supposed to have evolved 
from lower forms of the deeper-laid strata. 
The originator of the onion-coat theory was 
a German) A. G. Werner (1749-1817). He 
taught that all the rocks of the earth’s crust 
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originated as mechanical or chemical precipi- 
tates from water solutions that enveloped the 
whole earth. His influence was tremendous 
for decades. 

Geologists have tried to believe that these 
earth strata were laid down very slowly and 
in a regular fashion, in a nice, precise, well-de- 
fined order. And if in places the earth’s sur- 
face seemed to be in conflict with this theory, 
that is to say, with strata appearing in reverse 
order, they blame it on “deceptive” formations 
or “faults,” instead of finding “fault” with 
their theory. In other words, they have tried 
to make the poor old world fit the theory. 

Tf strata low down in the scale of the uni- 
formity. scheme should appear on the surface 
of our big onion, it is because there were local 
crumplings of the earth’s exterior so that these 
skins flopped over in flapjack fashion and lay 
upside down. The difficulty, however, is that 
this sort of thing is so general over areas of 
thousands of square miles throughout the 
world, as to be pretty hard on the flapjack ex- 
planation. 

Look for a moment at our plan of the earth’s 
strata. Byron Nelson shows us how Ordovician 
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formations are at the top in Wyoming, where 
also appear Cambrian at the surface, and that 
even Algonkian are to be seen in Montana, as 
well as in Alberta. Dr. Price says that we have 
examples of strata occurring in every order of 
serial relationship. And what is further so 
damaging to our geologic uniformist is that 
these strata in every variation of order lie 
conformatively on one another; that is to say, 
two strata between which there should be nu- 
merous other strata, according to the theory, 
lie so closely and regularly together as to allow 
no possibility of their having been originally 
so placed as a result of some fault, cataclysm, ~ 
or accident. 

This is now being so widely demonstrated 
as to relegate, in the words of Dr. Price, “the 
whole theory of organic evolution to the lumber 
room of science, there to become the amuse- 
ment of future students of the history of cos- 
mological speculations.” 

We can admit the powerful erosive force of 
air and water, but it is indeed interesting that 
in so many places near the surface of the 
ground, without having to dig deeply into the 
earth, we should find all sorts of fossils of 
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vegetable and animal life, from starfish to the 
bones of monster prehistoric animals. 


The classic arrangement of these strata is 
proving to be a marvelous piece of fiction, for 
they received their names from the kind of fos- 
sils found in them, and as a result there has 
been a great deal of arguing in a circle, naming 
fossils from strata and strata from fossils. For 
instance, if a man says that such and such a 
fossil is seven hundred million years old be- 
cause it is found in the Devonian stratum, he 
should be reminded that the only reason that 
that stratum was called Devonian was because 
of the fossils found in it. 


We use these geologic terms for the sake of 
convenience, but there is little or nothing scien- 
tific about them—less perhaps than there is in 
the fantastic assumptions of astrology. ; 


Prehistoric fossils, after all, furnish evolu- 
tionists little or no comfort. The present world 
is considered zoologically impoverished, as 
compared to what it once must have been, and 
there is no doubt that large numbers of species 
with which the world was once stocked 
have succumbed to the-rigors and hardships 
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of changed conditions and have ceased to 
exist. 

~ Amongst fossils of the so-called Tertiary pe- 
riod, supposed to be only ten million years old, 
we find pigs, elephants, tigers, bears, and apes 
of that day that were similar in type to pres- 
ent-day forms, pointing, says Nelson, to the 
truth of the Bible principle “that living things 
have brought forth after their kind.” This 
author gives us beautiful illustrations in After 
Its Kind, showing with actual photographs of 
fossil leaves and leaves of the present day, that 
there has been practically no change in hickory, 
Japanese oak, walnut, grape, magnolia, maid- 
enhair, etc., in all of these ages of time. 

Fossil starfish found in Ordovician rocks do 
not differ one whit from those found along the 
seashores today. 

Another unsolvable problem for the evolu- 
tionist is that if starfishes untold ages ago really 
developed into any higher forms, why should 
we have any starfishes at all today? Why 
should one family of cockroaches, billions of 
years ago, have developed into birds, for in- 
stance, and cousin cockroaches always have 
been cockroaches? Scientists have estimated 
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that some ants found inclosed in amber are two 
millions years old. Yet these ants, in the very 
smallest details, are like modern ants. 

If there was evolution in those primitive 
times, why do not the rocks reveal not only one 
missing link, but millions, yes, billions of them, 
showing the slow processes of development as 
between the species? Evolutionists reluctantly 
admit that they are not to be found. Even 
Charles Darwin was forced to concede, for ex- 
ample, that “geology assuredly does not reveal 
any such finely graded organic chain; and this 
is perhaps the most obvious and serious objec- 
tion which can be urged against the theory.” 

Geology every day is offering less and less 
consolation to the proponent of organic evolu- 
tion. We should not wonder if the time would 
come when he will almost be disposed to ignore 
that field altogether, if he is consistent, and 
stick to biology where he thinks he can find 
more to encourage him. 

It remains to be seen, in consideration of 
Mendel’s Law, what hope he may find in a 
study of organic nature. 


CHAPTER IX 


THE DELUGE 


vious chapter to evidences that in com- 

paratively recent times, as we would 
count time geologically, something suddenly 
happened to the whole world, like some great 
’ overwhelming catastrophe. 

The story of Noah’s flood, with the numer- 
ous references in other ancient literature to a 
great deluge, is beginning to have a new 
meaning to scientists of today. Millions of sub- 
terranean fossils give unmistakable testimony 
of sudden and catastrophic death, which is in- 
controvertible proof that the stratum in which 
they lie was not laid down very slowly over 
long and almost incalculable ages of time. Nor 
are these testimonies local and exceptional but 
appear over wide areas in nature, so much so 
as to form a basis for Dr. Price’s unique doc- 
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trine of world catastrophism, as truly scientific 
as anything ever presented to students in ge-, 
ology. 

In a book of this kind, which is really only 
introductory, we cannot go deeply into the data 
that this interesting study affords, and must 
therefore refer our students for further read- 
ing to Dr. Price’s own descriptions and ex- 
planations in The New Geology. A few illus- 
trations, however, will serve to show his con- 
clusions which are so logical and consistent as 
to turn the whole trend of thought in regard to 
modern geological research. 

A brachiopod is a bivalve mollusk, somewhat 
on the order of a clam. Through a hole in the 
upper valve there is a stalk forming a part of 
the body of the animal, by which it adheres 
to ocean bottoms or some fixed object. When 
the brachiopod dies and this stalk decays, there 
is left a hole in the shell which will admit mud 
or sand when the shell is exposed to currents of 
water. When these fossil brachiopods are found 
with the interiors hollow, it is evident that they 
must have been buried before decomposition 
took place. j 

If shoals of fish, through some modern tidal. 





BRACHIOPOD, 
With lower drawing showing 
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wave action, are killed, their bodies rise to the 
surface, decay, and are’ in the course of time 
utterly consumed. Fossil fish, however, found 
in ancient deposits “entombed in whole shoals,” 
constituting beds many feet in thickness, ex- 
tend for miles in area where fish are often so 
close together as to touch one another. They 
are so well preserved that their full outline in 
many instances can be made out and delicate tis- 
sues studied. Such great fish beds are found 
in California, Arizona, Ohio, and Michigan, 
and extensively in the Eastern Hemisphere. In 
many of the Devonian rocks, says David Page, 
remains of fish “are often found in masses as 
if they had been entombed in living shoals by 
the sediment which now contains them.” 

The evidence shows that these animals met 
their death in wholesale fashion very suddenly, 
“packed together, as if in natural graveyards.” 
In Northern Siberia the soil, according to 
Lydekker, is said to consist only of sand and 
ice, with such quantities of mammoth bones 
as almost to comprise its chief substance. And 
what is even more interesting and astonishing 
is that in certain parts of Northern Siberia and 
Alaska black carbonaceous soil, when freshly 
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disturbed, has a rank and strong smell, like that 
of a newly-opened grave. 

Instances might be multiplied of the discov- 
eries of great masses of bones in various parts 
of the world. Hugh Miller, in describing the 
composition of old red sandstone, says: “At 
this period in our history some terrible catas- 
trophe involved in sudden destruction the fish 
of an area of at least a hundred miles from 
boundary to boundary, perhaps more. The 
same platform at Orkney as at Cromarty is 

’ strewed thick with remains, which exhibit, un- 
equivocally, the marks of violent death. The 
figures are contorted, contracted, curved, the 
tail in many instances is bent around to the 
head; the spines stick out; the fins are spread 
to the full, as in fishes that die in convulsions.” 

The study of these entombed fossils, with 
the location of tropic animals and vegetation in 
the polar zones, gives every indication that there 
was but one climate, pleasant and springtime 
in character, known throughout the ancient 
fossil world. It must have been an ideally per- 
fect climate until something suddenly happened, 
probably from some astronomical cause. Could 
it have been a jar or some interference of a 
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stellar nature from the outside, producing a 
tremendous tidal wave which swept around the 
earth from east to west? Such a tidal wave, 
caused from outside interference, would travel, 
it is estimated, a thousand miles an hour at the 
equator. It would make the world wobble like 
a top; and the tidal waves would attain a maxi- 
mum every hundred and fifty days, according 
to scientists. “And it is a remarkable coin- 
cidence,” says Price, “that a period of one hun- 
dred and fifty days is twice mentioned in the 
Bible account of the deluge.” 

A rather militant but ignorant member of 
an atheist society in the West wrote me a letter 
professing his faith in evolution as “truth,” 
while making fun of the story of the flood; 
but where is the real scientist today who will 
deny that not many thousand years ago, and 
during man’s time, a catastrophe happened to 
the world through the agencies of tremendous 
flood waters? 

The Christian student of science needs only 
to read a chapter by the late Sir Charles Mars- 
ton, entitled, “The Deluge and the Dispersion,” 
for further convincing proofs of the flood. Ste- 
phen Langdon, professor of Assyriology. is 
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‘quoted as saying: “During our excavations at 
Kish we made discoveries which we were loath 
to believe confirmed the Deluge of the Book of 
Genesis, but there is no doubt now.” 

Moses was not a technician, great as he was 
even in matters of the science of his day; but 
his language describes very well something 
that happened to the world, and it is interest- 
ing that traditions of all ancient civilized peo- 
ple bear him out in his account of the flood. 

But to come to the point of this chapter, we 
reiterate that the man who is slavishly bound 
to his theory of evolution over long-drawn-out 
periods is as stupid as historians say was Ed- 
‘ward the Confessor, who would declare a black 
‘crow white if his father confessor said it was 
white. The history of the world’s geology is in- 
‘dubitably a record of catastrophe and sudden 
changes. Our world was wrought out in mighty 
fires and convulsive processes. Man suddenly 
came, and who knows but that the race of him 
may suddenly go? He is still very ignorant of 
the destructive forces pent up in the earth, of 
‘whose interior, except for the slightest scratches 
on the surface, he knows very little if anything 
‘at all. 
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It is thought that the world was once a per- 
fect sphere instead of being, as now, flattened 
at its poles. What assurance have we that from 
some shrinking, settling, or other processes, the 
surface of the earth may not again be cata- 
clysmically disturbed? 

The apostle Peter was not wild in his imagi- 
nations and unsound in his reasoning, nor 
merely superstitious in preaching of those who 
boastingly asked, “Where is the promise of 
his coming? for since the fathers fell asleep, all 
things continue as they were from the begin- 
ing of the creation.” Thus he showed how pre- 
sumptuously man takes for granted the uni- 
formity of nature. “For this they willingly are 
ignorant of,” Peter goes on to say, “that by the 
word of God the heavens were of old, and the 
earth standing out of the water and in the wa- 
ter: whereby the world that then was, being 
overflowed with water, perished” (2 Pet. 3:5). 
Peter envisioned another disaster when he said, 
“But the heavens and the earth, which are now, 
by the same word are kept in store, reserved 
unto fire against the day of judgment and per- 
dition of ungodly men.” This particular text 
has tremendous meaning just now, in the - 
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light of the discovery of the atomic bomb. 
Does not God in some way time disasters 
with needed retribution? It is said that when 
Mt. Pelee erupted, destroying thirty thousand 
souls, a celebration had just been held in which 
a pig was crucified in derision of Christianity. 
The obscenity depicted on the uncovered walls 
of Herculaneum and Pompeii truly shows that 
a degraded and sinful generation was ripe for 
some kind of judgment. San Francisco was a 
seething-pot of underworld corruption before 
the great earthquake in 1906; and now we live 
in an age of lawlessness, violence, and crime. 
Men in the great cities have lifted their heads 
high in pride. Believing that all things will con- 
tinue they go on constructing mighty skyscrap- 
ers, complicating traffic, sewage, and industrial 
problems, and increasing to the mth degree so- 
cial interdependence. Yet a slight earthquake 
might deprive millions of water. Some local dis- 
turbance in nature could upset the smooth run- 
ning of our transportation system so that hun- ° 
dreds of thousands of babies, for instance, 
might be ‘without milk. Before the earthquake 
at Charleston, S. C., it is said that a prominent 
astronomer had just completed a learned trea- 
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tise on how no earthquake would likely ever 
come to our eastern seaboard. His ink was 
scarcely dry before Charleston was most ter- 
ribly shaken. The news of the earthquake and 
the professor’s article were published in the 

_ same paper. Man may come to realize some day 
that the material and spiritual aspects of life 
have a close relation, with the mind of God still 
back of things generally. 

Modern scientists in their struggle to reduce 
everything to a purely materialistic basis have 
had no little difficulty with their hypotheses. 
And now men like Professor Arthur H. Comp- 
ton, of Chicago, and Heisenberg, of Leipsig, 
agree that there is “a directive intelligence” or 
purpose back of everything, with the creation 
of intelligent minds as its reasonable goal. 

But they are late finding this out. If it is ac- 
knowledged that there is a designing mind be- 
hind the universe of God we may reason with 
good sense that He knows how to time cosmic 
phenomena with human events. In any case, 
material corruption brings death in one way or 
another. The social corruption of Rome and 
Greece brought their death, and the Psalmist 
spoke a great truth when he said that the na- 
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tions that forget God shall be turned into hell. 

By-the time America has forgotten God in 
her pride, arrogance, and unbelief, rest as- 
sured a hell of some kind will be ready to re- 
ceive her, and the Creator of the universe will 
not be at a loss to know how to prepare it. 

If the designing mind of an Almighty God 
can synchronize judgment with arrogance, it 
can also arrest retribution for general and 
thorough-going repentance. 


Professor Yahuda’s Testimony 


According to The Fundamentalist (English), Pro- 
fessor A. S. Yahuda, formerly of the Universities of 
Berlin and Madrid, has spent forty years in study- 
ing the origin of the Hebrew and Egyptian languages, 
and therefore is well entitled to speak with authority. 
He recently came out in defense of the historicity of 
the Old Testament. We quote some lines from him 
as published in the Ivish Evangelical as follows: 


“Tt has been assumed that the stories of Genesis 
were written during the Exile in Babylon about the 
sixth century B.C., because they bear such remark- 
able resemblance to the Assyrian and Babylonian tra- 
ditions, of which the story of the Great Flood is a 
good example. If that were so, however, the language 
would have shown unmistakable evidence of Assyr- 
jan influence. Yet, on examining the origin of the 


THE DELUGE 113 


words, I have found there is very little trace indeed of 
such influence. These stories are far older than the Ex- 
ile in Babylon. They belong to the time of the Patri- 
archs of the great civilization of Ur. It is there that 
Dr. Leonard Wooley has found traces of a great and 
disastrous flood. These stories reached Israel in the 
eighteenth century B. C., and were based on con- 
temporary accounts of the happenings described.” 
—From Christian Faith and Life. 


Too Many Animals in the Ark? 


A young man who had been a student of biology 
for only a short while approached Professor John 
Harvey Furbay, Ph.D., (Yale) of the Department 
of Biology at Taylor University, and said that natu- 
ral science made it impossible for him to believe in 
the infallibility of the Bible. He had learned that 
there were about 2,000,000 distinct species of animals 
in the world, and believed that it was absurd to 
think Noah could get such an immense number of 
pairs into one boat. 

This Christian professor asked the young man how 
many of these 2,000,000 species were already aquatic. 
The student had not thought of this. The professor 
took his pencil and computed the number of species 
of animals in each group of the animal kingdom. To- 
gether, they noted that the first eight groups of the 
kingdom were almost entirely aquatic (protozoa to 
round worms), and that the greater part of the re- 
mainder were aquatic. Some reptilia, some birds, 
and some of the animals, with certain groups of in- 
sects and other arthropoda (many of whose larvae 
8—Evolution 
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forms are aquatic), would not be able to live, were 
the earth covered with water. They discovered that 
approximately only one-half of one per cent would 
need any sort of protection during a world deluge, 
and since most of these were so small they would re- 
quire very little space. 


CHAPTER X 


“WHOSE SEED Is IN ITSELF” 
(Genesis 1:11) 


E HAVE observed that the study of 

V V geology furnishes little assistance to 

the evolutionist. What encouragement 

can he derive from experiments in biology? 

Now for “the origin of species.” But wait! Be- 

hold, a greater than Darwin has appeared— 
Gregor Mendel! 

That famous British scientist, Professor 
William Bateson, biologist and student of 
Mendelian genetics, has frankly admitted that 
had Darwin been acquainted with Mendel’s 
work he would never have written The Origin 
of Species. 

The evolutionist, driven first from one field 
and then from another, betakes himself for pro- 
tection to what he hopes is his most formidable 
‘citadel, viz., transformations of one form of 


plant life into another by innumerable and al- 
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most imperceptible modifications over long pe- 
riods of time. But his Darwinian fortress, 
however altered and braced with new buttresses 
of strength, is found to be but a miserable 
shack of cards when the facts of Mendelism 
are brought to bear upon it. 

Gregor Mendel, an Austrian priest, an- 
nounced his law of heredity in 1865 in the Pro- 
ceedings of the Natural History Society of 
Brunn. His paper attracted no attention until 
1900, sixteen years after his death, when it 
was brought to light simultaneously by De 
Vries (Holland), Correns (Germany), and 
Tschermak (Austria), who were experimenting 
with plants. Mendel, as a teacher of natural sci- 
ence in the Brunn Realschule, had been inter- 
ested in hybridization, and was anxious to ob- 
tain some evidence concerning the laws of 
heredity. He worked with garden peas, since 
these plants are easily grown, and are of short 
generation, with sharp contrasts of character. 

It would be extremely difficult in one short 
chapter to do Mendelism justice. Mendel’s 
simplest experiments consisted in taking the 
ordinary edible pea of the dwarf variety and 
crossing it with a pea of the tall variety, like 
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those the gardener supports with sticks as they 
mature. Now, peas are normally self-fertil- 
ized, and the tall variety, left to itself, being of 
a pure strain, produces only tall plants. Like- 
wise, a self-fertilized dwarf produces only 
dwarfs; but when the pollen grains of the 
dwarf are transferred to the flowers of a tall 
plant, or vice versa, a hybrid tall plant exactly 
like its tall parent is produced. The hybrid tall 
is no shorter than its tall parent, and these are 
called the first hybrid generation. When the 
first hybrid tall plants are permitted to self- 
fertilize and the seed saved from them is sown, 
three-quarters of the plants produced will be 
tall and a quarter of them dwarf. These are the 
second hybrid generation. 

Let us see what happens when seeds from 
the second hybrid generation are sown. It will 
be found that the seeds from the dwarfs of 
this second hybrid generation produce only 
dwarfs, for this dwarf of the second hybrid , 
generation is a pure dwarf, breeding true, al- 
though its parent was a hybrid tall in the first 
generation. One of the second hybrid genera- 
tion will produce all talls, since it turns out to 
be a pure tall. But two of the talls of the sec- 
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ond hybrid generation will each produce seed 
in the proportion of three talls to one dwarf. 

In the third hybrid generation we eliminate 
the dwarfs as being pure, which on self-fertili- 
zation will continue to breed dwarfs; and we 
also eliminate one set of the talls, since they are 
pure and will continue, generation after genera- 
tion, if self-fertilized, to produce only talls. But 
two of the sets of these plants are hybrid, and 
will produce talls and dwarfs in the ratio of 
three talls to one dwarf in every four. 

Mendel’s second hybrid generation consisted 
of 1,064 plants, with 787 talls and 277 dwarfs, 
making a close approximation to a ratio of 3 
to 1. ; 

We shall not carry these experiments any 
further, though the reader may study them 
further in books on Mendelism if he desires, 
but we wish to show that Mendel discovered a 
principle of orderliness in nature as against the 
vague and contradictory expectations based on 
Darwinian notions of heredity which were 
current when Mendel’s results were discovered. 
According to Darwinian speculation a tall pea 
should develop from a dwarf one gradually, 
with many intermediates between; but dwarf- 
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ness and tallness in peas are factors that be- 
long to the seed itself. The reason that we have, 
in the first hybrid generation, a tall instead of 
a dwarf or an intermediate, is that in this in- 
stance tallness is regarded as a dominant fac- 
tor, whereas dwarfness is called the recessive, 
and disappears here to come to light later in 
other hybrids. 

Perhaps we can get at the crux of the matter 
to the satisfaction of one who is puzzled to 
understand these principles, when we consider 
that God fixed the species in the seed itself by 
putting certain factors in the seed. The prob- 
lem that was presented to Darwin’s mind was: 
how the characters of the parent got into the 
germ cells which it produced. He hoped to be 
able to prove than an animal which acquired a 
characteristic would implant something into its 
germ cell which would be transmitted to its 
progeny. He imagined that this was brought 
about by every cell of the body giving off a par- 
ticle which somehow reached the germ cell so 
that each germ cell contained a representative 
particle from every cell of the body which 
housed it. This would account for the inheri- 
tance not only of so-called inborn characteris- 
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tics but also of acquired ones; so that if a dog 
had his tail cut off the tail would not be repre- 
sented in the germ cells of the dog unless the 
particles had left the tail before it had been 
amputated. Weismann, experimenting with 
rats, cut off their tails generation after genera- 
tion until he gave up his experiments in disgust, 
since he could produce no bob-tailed rats. 

Mendel helps to establish the principles with 
which we are concerned, viz., “How are the 
characters of an organism represented in the © 
germ cell which produces tt?” rather than 
“How do the characters of the organism get 
into the germ cells which it produces?” Or, ac- 
cording to Samuel Butler, “A proper statement 
of the relation between successive generations 
is not to say that a hen produces another hen 
through the medium of an egg, but to say that 
a hen is merely an egg’s way of producing an- 
other egg.” 

In other words, the seed is the important 
thing, and the species were established by God 
through the containing factors which He put 
into the seed. Darbishire, in his book, Breeding 
and the Mendelian Discovery, says: “Very lit- 
tle, it may almost be said nothing, is known of 
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the causes which determine the origin of new 
characters, either in the domesticated state or 
in the state of nature.” If scientists cannot 
even account for the origin of a new character 
in the germ cell, how can they ever expect to ac- 
count for new species? 

Says Darbishire: “The germ-cells are merely 
part of an unbroken line of germ plasm which 
under certain circumstances, usually the fusion 
of two of its constituent germ-cells, froths up 
and produces a great excrescence, the body of 
the next generation, and continues its existence 
in this body. The germ plasm, according to 
this view, is immortal; the excresence, the body, 
is mortal.” * 

Little wonder that Professor Caullery of the 
Chair of Evolution in the University of Paris 
should say at Harvard University in 1916: “It 
comes to pass that some biologists of the great- 
est authority and the study of Mendelian prin- 
ciples of heredity are led to the expression of 
ideas which would almost take us back to cre- 
ationism.” y 

As a further illustration of the orderliness 


* Breeding and the Mendelian Discovery, A. D. Darbishire, 
p. 188. . 
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which God established in nature, in accordance 
with His decree that plants and animals should 
produce after their kind, let us study Mendel- 
ism in the Andalusian fowls. Two birds, a 
white and a black, are mated, producing slaty 
blue-gray offspring which are the popular Blue 
Andalusian fowls. These chickens are hybrids, 
and if bred together there will be produced in 
the second generation 25 per cent black chick- 
ens, 50 per cent blue like the parents, and 25 
per cent white. The blacks are true blacks, and 
if bred alone will produce blacks only. The 
whites are true whites, and will produce whites 
only. But if the blues are bred, they, being hy- 
brids, will produce again 25 per cent black, 25 
per cent white, and 50 per cent blue. 

Some years ago when a writer on Mendelian 
principles submitted an article to The Country 
Home on the subject of Andalusian breeding, a 
friend took exception to it and said, “It stands. 
to reason that if you continue to breed Andalu- 
sians alone you will ultimately fix the strain: 
it is common sense.” According to this method 
the man imagined that blue hybrids, such as 
Andalusian fowls are, might be bred together 
until, in the course of. time, there would be no 





THE ANDALUSIAN FOWLS 
This shows how the blues are always hybrids, producing blue hybrids 
and pure whites and blacks according to Mendel’s Law. See page 122, 
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“wasters,” as they were called—that is, the 
whites and blacks, which were customarily 
killed off. The idea of fixing or clearing up 
the strain in this way is Darwinian, and impos- 
sible, for those blue hybrids would continue 
for a thousand generations to produce 25 per 
cent black, 50 per cent blue, and 25 per cent 
white. Until poultry fanciers learned better, a 
good many white and black chickens had to be 
thrown away’ in producing the Andalusian 
variety. The cheapest method is to buy whites 
and blacks and produce your Andalusians from 
them without waste. 

Experiments with plants and animals in 
which various pairs of factors are considered 
show that by selecting different combinations of 
factors and working with them, all kinds of 
varieties within the species may be produced. 
This accounts for the multitude of different 
forms of cabbage, for instance, and of dogs, 
including the shapely shepherd dog and all sorts 
of oddities such as the German dachshund, 
pugs, and tiny Pomeranians. But however odd 
and strange a new variety may be it results 
simply from a certain combination of factors 
already belonging to its species. That is to say, 
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there is wide variation within the circle, but no 
variation outside the limits of the natural 
species is possible; and Professor Bateson says: 
“I anticipate that, when variation has been 
properly examined and the several kinds of 
variability have been successfully distinguished, 
the result will render the natural definiteness 
of species increasingly apparent.” 
Evolutionists have used the argument for 
years that blind fish in caverns prove that the 
disuse of the eyes by fish generation after gen- 
eration in this environment, showed evolution 
at work, and that in accordance with Darwin’s 
theories the acquired characteristic was trans- 
mitted. In accordance with Mendelian experi- 
ments, however, blindness in a fish is proved to 
be a factor, or rather the absence of the factor 
of sight. Professor Morgan of Columbia Uni- 
versity, experimenting with fruit flies, has pro- 
duced in glass bottles, in the sunlight, blind 
ones appearing in definite Mendelian propor- 
tion. These flies crossed back easily with par- 
ent forms and could be reproduced again and 
again in the same way as at first, showing that 
_ they were merely one of the many varieties 
which could appear in this species of fruit fly. 
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Morgan says, “Formerly, we were taught 
that eyeless animals arose in caves. This case 
(experiment with fruit flies) shows that they 
may also arise suddenly in glass milk bottles, 
by a change in a single factor.” * Thus, it is 
just as scientific to say that instead of the fish 
losing their sight in the caves, they were sight- 
less when they wandered into them, and found 
an environment in which they could survive. 

Solomon said, “There is nothing new under 
the sun,” and many so-called new forms pro- 
duced in horticulture are merely old ones come 
to light again. If the new forms should appear 
they result from new combinations of old fac- 
tors which God placed in the germ plasm or 
seed from the beginning. 

It is doubtless because of the progress in the 
study of Mendelian genetics that Professor 
Austin H. Clarke, to whom reference was made 
in the beginning of this book, should have made 
his pronouncement that “there is no evidence 
which would show man developing step by step 
from lower forms of life. There is nothing to 
show that man was in any way connected with 
monkeys.” 


*A Critique of the Theory of Evolution, p.67, Thos. Hunt Morgan, 


“WHOSE SEED IS IN ITSELF” 127 


After making so many plaster exhibits show- 
ing man’s evolution from ape forms, what else 
could Dr. Fairfield Osborn have done, had he 
lived on, but come out and disclaim our mon- 
key ancestry, since he must have known very 
well that just a hybrid strain of Andalusian 
fowls could never be made to produce all blue 
chickens, even though they were to breed gen- 
eration after generation for a million years? 
He could not, in accordance with established 
Mendelian principles of heredity, make a man 
out of a monkey, although(and he was used to 
employing big figures) he had several millions 
of years before him to carry on his experiments. 

Aye, in the light of Mendel, it is hard sled- 
ding for the evolutionists. They have been 
driven to the wall. Their only hope of keeping 
in the limelight is to dig up an occasional old 
skull bone, give it a jaw-breaker name, and talk 
about it in the newspapers to keep their ig- 
norant fans interested. 


No Change in Millions of Generations 
Dr. William Hanna Thomson, of New York, au- 
thor of Brain and Personality, is authority for the 
statement that so far as science is able to determine, 
monocell germs, such as those of tuberculosis and the 
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bubonic plague, have remained unchanged for thou- 
sands of years, and act today in precisely the same 
manner as they did in the time of the plague of mice 
and emerods among the Philistines, and of such epi- 
demics among the Egyptians as we may be sure were 
due to other diseases familiar to us now. He asks why 
those seeking the facts of evolution and the origin of 
species do not begin here with the unicell organism 
rather than with the multicell? 

We are accustomed to speak of everything chang- 
ing, but here we have an illustration of living things 
which change not, though passing, as the tuberculosis. 
germ has done since it can be first recognized in his- 
tory, through five and a half million generations (it 
reaches old age in thirty minutes).—From Five Thou- 
sand Best Illustrations. 


CHAPTER XI 


EvoLuTION THEORY AND MATHEMATICS 


ATHEMATICS plays a very important 
| V part in organized knowledge which we 
call science. It is one of the vital or- 
gans of science, and the man who ignores the 
' meaning and importance of this branch of 
learning, in what we boast is a scientific age, is 
unwise. Professor Walter B. Pitkin, in his 
book entitled The Art of Learning, points to 
mathematics as “the very cornerstone of our 
entire industrialism,” and he says, “There isn’t 
a single important modern business science or 
technique that is not firmly founded on mathe- 
matics. That is the greatest difference between 
our age and all.preceding half-cultures.” The 
Athenians are said never to have achieved any- 
thing in science or in engineering, principally 
because they never learned the art of indicating 
numbers along a line by position, as do men of 
today. 
The evolutionist with his theory may ex- 
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claim, “Who cares about mathematics when 
you are trying to get at great scientific truths?” 
But he is the very one who is handy with long 
strings of figures, though mostly zeros. We 
shall see how figures prove his very undoing 
when taken seriously. And why shouldn’t we 
take them seriously? Indeed, if hypotheses 
cannot stand the test of reasonably careful 
computation they are worth little or nothing. 
No science is a true science that cannot be 
proved by careful experimentation and arith- 
metical calculation. One does not have to be 
proficient in calculus to see the fallacy of some 
of the exaggerations of evolution. Relatively 
simple mathematics will suffice. 

Let us consider first the population of the 
world in relation to theory. In my chapter on 
“How Old is Man?” a reference is made to 
Dr. Henry F. Osborn’s wonderment at the mar- 
velous structure of the human brain. He said 
that no period is too long to allow for its de- 
velopment, believing that man appeared with 
the first great plateaus in Asia, 1,250,000,000 
years ago. One writer affirms that a group of 
monkeys changed their habits and finally be- 
came men 30,000,000 years ago. The estimates 
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vary for the period of man’s existence on earth, 
anywhere from 25,000,000 to over 1,000,000,- 
000 years. In the minds of loose-thinking theo- 
rists there is apparently not much difference 
between twenty-five millions and one or more 
billions. 

Let us take a round number. There were, 
for instance, in accordance with the 1930 es- 
timate of the International Statistical Institute 
of the League of Nations, 2,000,000,000 hu- 
man beings on the earth. In order to reach this 
1930 figure, beginning with two parents, the 
world’s population has had to double itself 
30.89 times, allowances being made for catas- 
trophes, natural deaths, and various losses of 
life. Two, raised to the thirtieth power, is less 
than two billions, or 1,073,741,824; raised to 
the thirty-first power it is more than two bil- 
lions, or 2,147,483,648. By logarithms we find 
that 30.89 is the power of two producing two 
billions. 

In accordance with the chronology of Hales, 
based on the old Septuagint Scriptures, the 
flood occurred in 3155 B. C. If we add 1,932 
years, we have 5,087. When Noah entered the 
ark with his family he was 600 years old, and 


132 A TOPPLING IDOL—EVOLUTION 


he was 500 years old when he “begat Shem, 
Ham, and Japheth.” In other words, some 
5,187 years have elapsed since the parents of 
the present human race were, according to the 
Bible, only Noah and his wife. If 5,187 is 
divided by 30.89, we have 167.91, or the aver- 
age number of years in which the human race 
doubles itself so as to produce the present popu- 
lation of the globe. 

The Hebrew population of the world was put 
at 15,050,000 by the American Jewish Year 
Book, 1930-31. 

Professor Williams, in his book, Evolution 
Disproved, shows how the Jews since the time 
of Jacob’s marriage, as based on Hales’ chro- 
nology, up to 1930, doubled their numbers once 
about every 161.25 years, which is not far from 
our calculation of the doubling period for the 
entire human race. This, Williams points out, 
is a marvelous agreement. 

According to Williams’ figures, if the human 
race is two million years old, the period of 
doubling would be lengthened to 65,040 years, 
about 403 times that of the Jews, which he 
says is unthinkable. 

It will do evolutionists little good to argue 
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over any great variation in the period of doub- 
ling, for the general average is fairly certain 
and stable. Did any life insurance company 
ever fail, acting on general average statistics? 
But we will give the anthropoid-ape theorists 
all the latitude they can reasonably expect. Let 
us look at a conservative evolution estimate, 
say 2,000,000 years, for the age of the human 
race. What is there to militate against the sup- 
position that a developing dominant species 
would increase as rapidly as the Hebrews? 
And, if evolution is true, is it not reasonable to 
assume that prehistoric human beings would 
have increased as fast, if not faster than the 
Jews, when neither civilization in general nor 
marriage in particular imposed restraints upon 
prolificacy ? Suppose that two million years ago 
one original pair of man-ape creatures started 
the human line. Say we allow as many as 
1,612.50 years for the period of doubling, ten 
times the period estimated for one doubling 
of the Hebrew population, there would be 1,- 
240 doublings in 2,000,000 years. Raise two 
to the 1240th power, and you have a number 
which, according to Williams, begins with 18,- 
932,139,737,991 and doesn’t end until you have 
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written 360 figures more. If the human race 
‘were 50,000 years old and you allowed, say, 
500 years for the doubling period, the earth’s 
population would have doubled 100 times. 
Raise two to the 100th power, and you have 
1,267,650,600,228,229,401,496,703,205,376 — 
over one nonillion. 

Can the evolutionist ask for any more 
stretching to suit his theory? If the world’s 
population had increased for 10,000 years at 
the Jewish rate (the loss of so many of them 
during Hitler’s war notwithstanding), the hu- 
man race would be over two billion times as 
large as it is. Figure it out for yourself. A lit- 
tle arithmetic makes the evolution argument of 
man’s descent look grotesque. 

Before leaving this subject of population, let 
us look at a few census figures and see if there 
is any promise in them for the evolutionists, 
that the human race can go on developing for 
hundreds of thousands of years in accordance 
with their theory. 

What complicates this problem is the hope- 
ful expectation of some that modern scien- 
tific methods will continue to lessen infant mor- 
tality and increase the span of life, in controll- 
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ing, if not abolishing, disease, poverty, plagues, 
and war. 

While 161.25 years may be taken as a rea- 
sonable average interval of time for the doub- 
ling of the human race, multiplication of the 
human species has nevertheless seemed so rapid, 
even in these days of birth control, as to as- 
tonish and alarm the most confirmed evolution- 
ist. It has been estimated that the world’s popu- 
lation increased 125,555,000 in the years 1920 
to 1928. The losses during the first world war 
seem small compared to this, for it is estimated 
that the number of known dead soldiers, pre- 
sumed dead soldiers, and dead civilians aggre- 
gated 26,000,000. 

Osborn told how the population of the is- 
land of Java increased from 12,000,000 to 
36,000,000 in an incredibly short time. * 

Back when the population of the United 
States was estimated at 122,745,046, it had in- 
creased 17,000,000 in ten years. This is the way 
the population of the United States has in- 
creased in three hundred and thirty-five years: 
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1700 ....... 275,000 
ISO sacsce 1,207,000 
1800 ...... 5,308,483 
1850 ..... 23,191,876 
1880 ..... 50,155,783 
1900 ..... 75,994,575 


1945 .... 139,000,000 


Although, of course, immigration has con- 
tributed to this rapid increase, how many years, 
as evolutionists count them, will it be before 
the U. S. has more people than it can support. 

Italy contains 119,800 square miles. Texas, 
with her 262,398 square miles, could swallow 
Italy and still have enough land for another 
Italy, and more; yet the Italian population in 
1943 was 45,801,000, or 382 persons to a square 
mile. If Italy’s population should continue to 
increase normally, what would become of the 
people? 

Japan has slightly more area, with her 146,- 
690 square miles, than the combined areas of 
New York, Pennsylvania, and Ohio, amount- 
ing to 133,226 square miles. Yet Japan in 1935 
had a population of 69,254,148, her increase 
amounting to nearly 10,000,000 since 1925. Is 
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it to be wondered at that she so aggressively 
should have sought territory for her vast 
hordes? 

There are good reasons why France, which 
has maintained a more or less stable population 
through birth-control methods, does not offer 
the world a solution for the population prob- 
lem. According to Dr. Osborn, birth control is 
“fraught with danger to society at large and 
threatens, rather than insures, the upward as- 
cent and evolution of the human race.” 

It has been pointed out that birth control is 
in keeping with the Darwin-Spencer law of 
the survival of the fittest, but in it is discovered 
a two-edged sword which cuts both ways and 
eliminates the fit as well as the unfit. Osborn 
declared that birth control, as practiced in 
France, has had disastrous racial results—and 
did not World War II bear this out? 

There is nothing in science or birth-control 
methods to avert the great crisis which would 
seem impending for the human race. The solu- 
tion is self-control, not birth control, and self- 
control is founded on virtue. The basis of vir- 
tue, or morality, is admittedly religion, but it 
must be the right kind of religion—Christian, 
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heartfelt, soul-saving religion. False inter- 
pretations of Scripture dogma make for the 
very disaster we hope to avert. Romanists, for 
instance, preach to women that they shall be 
saved through childbearing, making them feel 
their only salvation lies in the rearing of large 
“families of children; and this tends toward 
womanhood’s enslavement. Enlightened, or 
what we believe to be true, Christianity does 
not accept such an interpretation. The scrip- 
ture referred to above has a deeper and finer 
meaning, embodying the fulfillment of prophecy 
given to Eve in the Garden of Eden, that her 
seed should bruise the serpent’s head (Genesis 
3:15); and if woman was to be saved through 
childbearing, it meant the bearing of the Christ- 
child, or the Redeemer. Christ himself did not, 
in any such fashion as do modern priests, arbi- 
trarily impose upon women the obligation of 
bearing large families, for on one occasion He 
said, foretelling the troubles that were to be- 
fall Jerusalem, “Woe to them that are with 
child, and to them that give suck in those days!” 
(Mark 13:17). ; 
ARITHMETIC AND. THE AGE OF THE WORLD 
Let us apply arithmetic to the age of the 
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earth. Professor Russell, in‘his Rice Lectures, 
says the earth is four billion years old, possibly 
eight billion. Both the nebular hypothesis and 
Helmholtz’s contraction theory have been fa- 
vorably accepted by scientists. In accordance 
with these, the sun itself cannot be more than 
twenty million years old. The earth, certainly, 
is not older than the sun. Professor Young, 
of Princeton, says: “The solar radiation can be 
accounted for on the hypothesis first proposed 
by Helmholtz, that the sun is shrinking slowly 
but continually. It is a matter of demonstra- 
tion that an annual shrinkage of about 300 feet 
in the sun’s diameter would liberate sufficient 
heat to keep up its radiation without any fall 
in its temperature.” Strange to say, the sun 
seems not simply to be cooling; nor is its heat 
caused by combustion; for if the sun were a 
vast globe of solid anthracite it would be 
burned to a cinder in less than 5,000 years. 
Professor Young says further: “We can only 
say that while no other theory yet proposed 
meets the conditions of the problem, this [con- 
traction theory] appears to do so perfectly, and 
therefore has high probability in its favor.” 
“No conclusion of geometry,” he continues, “is 
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more certain than this—that the shrinkage of 
the sun to its present dimensions, from a di- 
ameter larger than that of the orbit of Neptune, 
the remotest of the planets, would generate 
about 18,000,000 times as much heat as the 
sun now radiates in a year. Hence, if the sun’s 
heat has ‘been and still is wholly due to the con- 
traction of its mass, it cannot have been radiat- 
ing heat at the present rate, on the shrinkage 
hypothesis, for more than 18,000,000 years; 
and on that hypothesis, the solar system in 
anything like its present condition cannot be 
much more than as old as that.” 


The evolutionist who needs a long time for 
his theory upsets not only mundane but reason- 
able celestial chronology. If the sun were 50,- 
000,000 years old, by the time the planets and 
the earth were thrown off and the earth had 
cooled sufficiently for animal life, relatively 
only a few millions of years would be left for 
evolution, a small fraction of the time the 
_ theorists require. 


Mathematically, evolutionists run into diffi- 


culties with their long stretches of time when 
erosion is considered. This has been so con- 
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sistently rapid throughout the world that, had 
life had billions of years for evolutionary de- 
velopment, there would not be a molehill any- 
where above sea level—everything would have 
been covered with water. Charles Lyell, a geol- 
ogist of Darwin’s time, said: “The lowest es- 
timate of time required for the formation of 
the existing delta of the Mississippi is 100, 
000 years,” but according to careful examina- 
tions made by representatives of the Coast 
Survey the time was 4,400 years. Where is 
there room for any 1,600,000,000 years for the 
age of the earth, the 4,000,000,000 to 8,000- 
000,000 years of Professor Russell, or the 10,- 
000,000,000 of Professor Einstein? 

There is hardly anything that exposes the 
crude guesswork of evolution like a little care- 
ful figuring. 


-.> CHAPTER XII 
SuNpDRY CONSIDERATIONS 


T DOES NOT take very much of an ar- 
-{| gument to hold some people to a wrong 
theory or belief. Not even all intelligent 
people are philosophical in their thinking, and 
one pernicious, erroneous idea may be just the 
breath of wind that can send their little boat of 
faith on a disastrous reef. 
: RESEMBLANCES 
There are numerous so-called proofs of evo- 
lution, many of them more or less incidental, 
which we cannot, in a book of this scope, hope 
to discuss fully. Much, for instance, is made 
over resemblances. Evolutionary biologists 
point out how there is considerable similarity 
in the skeleton of the wing of a bat, the fore- 
foot of an alligator, the foreleg of a frog, and 
the hand of a man. Similarity of plan, pattern, 
or design in comparative analysis may be as 
much a proof of creation as of evolution. The 
lower animals and mankind live in the world 
142 
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under similar conditions. There is nothing un- 
reasonable in conceiving how God wisely built 
all vertebrate, living creatures on somewhat the 
same general plan to meet the conditions of 
this earthly environment. 

Similarity of form may be very superficial 
so far as structure is concerned. The human 
head is shaped a good deal like a. cocoanut, but 
this is no reason for thinking that one evolved 
from the other. Two life-germs under the 
microscope may appear very much alike and 
-yet be as different as day and night, one of 
them at maturity becoming a reptile and the 
‘other a bird. 5 

VESTIGIAL ORGANS 


Another argument proposed by evolutionists 
as proof of their theory is that the vestigial or- 
gans—unnecessary remnants of growths sup- 
posed to have been once useful to the organism 
in other states of nature—are now superfluous. 


With the public persuaded that men and wo- 
men are encumbered with a good many parts 
that they do not need, doctors and surgeons 
have not had much difficulty in building up a 
profitable business cutting out all these extras. 
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Surgery will some day have to build a monu- 
ment to the lowly appendix and the tonsil. 

Now the Bible says in plain words, “If thy 
right hand offend thee, cut it off,” which means, 
paraphrasing the scriptural injunction, that so 
far as our bodies are concerned, if one mem- 
ber is diseased and cannot be cured it is better 
for it to be eliminated than for the whole body 
to become diseased and perish. 

The fact that a man may live without arms, 
feet, one of his lungs, his ears, eyes, and many 
other organs that belong to the human anatomy, 
is no proof that any of these are not useful; and 
if he has some organs whose functions he can- 
not understand, there is no reason, unless they 
are diseased, that they should be eliminated. 

A surgeon told me some time ago that ton- 
sils are known to perform useful functions in 
childhood, though he believed that after a cer- 
tain period in life they were not needed. If it 
is really true that they serve the human mech- 
anism in any period of its existence, it cannot 
be said that they are useless. 

Dr. Frank Billings, professor emeritus at the 
University of Chicago, told an audience at the 
New York Academy of Medicine in 1931 that 
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patients are often ordered to have their tonsils 
removed when such operations are needless. 
He said: 

“T regret to say that too often, through superficial 
examination, failure to apply rational principles, and 
poor judgment, a patient’s teeth or tonsils are need- 
lessly sacrificed, often to the detriment of his health. 
We all know that in some instances a crusade of 
tooth extraction at all ages and of tonsillectomy in 
children has been carried on by communities with 
the object of promoting the present and future health. 
We are not at all in accord with the wisdom of such 


an undertaking.” 

The thyroid gland, once thought to be so use- 
less, is now known to be a vitally important 
organ, for if it does not function properly it 
causes cretinism, unsightly deformity. If the 
function of the appendix, which is regarded as 
vestigial, is unknown in man, physiologists do 
not know its function in any other species that 
possesses it. And if it is vestigial in man, a nice 
question for the evolutionist to answer is, Why 
is it that though the appendix exists in what are 
said to be man’s nearer relatives, the higher 
apes, it does not appear in his more remote rela- 
tives, the lower apes? Here you would expect 
to find it in fuller development. It does appear 
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however, in considerable prominence in animals 
further down the scale, e.g., the wombat and 
the opossum. 

Nelson tells us that what are regarded as 
relics of legs in whales are not relics at all, 
but were put there by the Creator to help this 
creature to support the masses of organs in 
that part. And if you read his chapter on this 
subject you will be convinced assuredly that the 
so-called “relics of legs” in the python are by 
no means useless, but perform a very impor- 
tant and useful function in enabling the ani- 
mal—the serpent—both to travel and to defend 
itself. The boa; by means of these spurs with 
which he is equipped, kills by wrapping him- 
self around and squeezing his victim to death, 
cutting with these spurs severe gashes by quick 
and powerful strokes. 


ANIMAL INTELLIGENCE 


Another hard nut for evolutionists to crack 
has to do with the relative intelligence of crea- 
tures. If the ape is the near kinsman to man 
he should be the most intelligent of all animals, 
next to humans. But is he? It is the brain of 
the dog that more closely resembles that of 
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man. And this, according to Lentz, accounts 
for his being capable of returning such affec- 
tion and loyalty in his friendship for man. Who 
will deny that the dog ranks higher in intelli- 
gence than any ape, gorilla, or chimpanzee ever 
studied ? 

Every year the Canadian National Exhibi- 
tion publicly honors leaders in science, art, lit- 
erature, and sport. On one occasion awards 
were also made to dogs. “Did not many of them 
possess most of the human virtues. and con- 
siderably fewer human vices? Yes, the Com- 
mittee agreed.” 

Of the six dogs selected for awards by the 
Canadian Exhibition one was known as Rex 
Beard, owned by A. A. Beard of Toronto. The 
dog and his master two years previously, on the 
shore of Lake Ontario, heard a cry for help: 
Mr. Beard, who did not swim, saw a boy strug- 
gling in the water three hundred yards from 
shore. “Go get him, Rex!” he ordered. Rex 

~ obeyed, and on reaching the boy seemed to 
hesitate and consider the situation. Keeping out 
of reach of the struggling lad, the dog finally 
dived and came up behind him, catching his 
bathing suit at the neck. And what was so 
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marvelous about the rescue was that Rex held 
the boy’s head high enough above the waves to 
keep him from drowning during the long pull 
for the shore. It was a terrific struggle, but 
the dog succeeded in saving the lad’s life. The 
Committee, in studying all phases of the rescue, 
believed that the dog had reasoned as intelli- 
gently as a man could have done under the cir- 
cumstances. 

-The other dogs honored had performed with 
like exhibitions of uncanny animal intelligence. 
But who ever heard of any awards being made 
to any of the higher apes for such feats of 
reasoning? 

The wolf has been pointed out by natural- 
ists as capable of reasoning, for he has been 
known to release traps set for him. Neverthe- 
less, intelligent as animals may seem, there is 
a tremendous gap between their mental capa- 
bilities and the intellectual power of man. 
These life-saving feats of the dog are merely 
evidences of the instinctive capacity with which 
nature has endowed the canine for protection. 
In a sense it is negative, for no wolf has ever 
been able to set a trap. Animals imitate in a 
mechanical way, but a man of even low intel- 
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ligence is capable of some measure of reflec- 
tive, inductive, deductive, constructive reason- 
ing. 

The most intelligent dog may observe his 
master put wood on the fire, which keeps both 
him and his master from freezing to death in 
the winter; but what dog, or what other ani- 
mal for that matter, was ever capable of ap- 
preciating the simple laws of cause and effect 
enough to lay a piece of wood on the dying fire 
himself? The fire would burn out and the dog 
freeze to death before he could do so. This 
points to the great gulf between the mind of 
man and the minds of animals. A man may be 
ignorant and degraded, but no race of man 
has ever been discovered incapable of some - 
kind of speech or of education. 

If evolution is going on today, why is it pos- 
sible to select an infant from the most bar- 
barous races of. people in the world, bring it 
into the environment of civilization and edu- 
cate it until, in the end, you would scarcely sus- 
pect its origin. There have been many instances 
where children of cannibalistic parents in hea- 
then lands have been brought to America and 
graduated with degrees from colleges. 
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Copyright, 1931, N. Y. Tribune, Inc. Courtesy N. Y. Herald Tribune, 
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Although a monkey may be taught to eat 

‘with a knife and fork, or an elephant to dance, 

the limit of this sort of education is very soon 
reached. 


THE Horsr ARGUMENT 


The traditional and classical argument of the 
evolutionist is the horse tree. You are asked 
to believe a miracle—a veritable miracle indeed 
—in accepting a little four-toed horse about 
the size of a house cat as one of the ancestors 
of the modern horse. If evolution represents 
the progress, as Dr. Nicholas Murray Butler 
has explained, from the simple to the complex, 
how does it come that the modern one-toed 
horse was produced from a horse of four toes? 
A four-toed animal is most certainly more com- 
plex in structure than one with only one toe. 
The similarity between these pre-historic so- 
called horses, arranged so as to appear as an 
ancestral line, is superficial in the extreme. The 
truth is that these fossils have been found more 
than five thousand miles apart with the At- 
lantic Ocean between them, making it “absurd 
to suppose that two independent lines of de- 
scent,” says Prof. Geo. B. O’Toole, “could 
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have aided in producing one and the same type, 
namely, the one in Europe, the other in far- 
away North America.” Neither: could the 
transformist admit that extinct American 
horses and the living European horses could 
have converged from two distinct ancestral ori- 
gins. The horse argument when thoroughly un- 
derstood is a very weak one, though evolution- 
_ ists have made much over it. 


DEVOLUTION? 


In 1922, Dr. Graebner reports, a paper was 
read in the Victorian Institute in London by 
Dr. A. T. Scofield in which he told of Japa- 
nese fossil skulls which had been discovered 
with larger brain capacities than that of the 
average brain today, and Scofield said he be- 
lieved it had been gravely suggested that at that 
time the owners were becoming men, and the 
effort was so great that extra brain capacity 
was required. This, he says, is an illustration 
showing how ridiculous explanations may be- 
come. 

On scientific grounds it has been held that 
man is more primitive than the higher apes, 
suggesting that the monkey is really a de- 
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scendant from man. Dr. Jones Wood of Eng- 
land, we are told, in 1918 said: “Far from 
being a descendant of the apes he may be 
looked ‘on as their ancestor; . . . indeed, from 
the point of view of anatomy, I conceive it to 
be impossible to take any other view.” 


Professor St. Geo. Mivart, F.R.S., said a 
generation ago: 


“Tf man and the orang-utan are diverging descend- 
ants of a creature with certain cerebral (brain) char- 
acters, then that remote ancestor must also have had 
the wrist of the chimpanzee, the voice of a long-armed 
ape, the blade-bone of the gorilla, the chin of the 
siamang, the skull-dome of an American ape, the is- 
chium (hipbone) of a slender loris, the whiskers and 
beard of a saki, the liver and stomach of the gib- 
bon, and a number of other characters in which the 
various several forms of higher or lower primates re- 
spectively approximate to man. Let us grip on to 
these facts, for facts they are. Identifying a tooth 
or a leg-bone is now regarded by specialists of the- 
first order as an impossible procedure if the object is 
to identify man with the brute. If there had been 
any derivation of one from the other, it would be the 
ape that shows signs of descent from a nobler stock. 
Is it not best to come back to the Bible and accept 
its plain teaching that, whereas animals were created 
each ‘after its kind’ (species) man was made in the 
image of God?” 

—Lessons from Nature, page 176. 
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Bioop TEST ARGUMENTS 

According to evolution, the chemical char- 
acter of the blood of the great ape, the gorilla, 
the chimpanzee, the orang-utan, and the gibbon 
are closest to human blood. The so-called Nut- 
tall tests for human blood consist of the use of 
an anti-human serum, a liquid which, when 
mixed with human blood, causes a heavy white 
precipitate to be formed. When this serum is 
mixed with the blood of a chicken or a rabbit 
there is no precipitate. When the test is applied 
to the blood of the monkey creatures a white 
precipitate is formed; lemur blood produces a 
light precipitate, whereas the chimpanzee blood 
produces a heavy precipitate, but heavier con- 
siderably than human blood. Evolutionists do 
not stress this fact, that the chimpanzee’s blood 
is not merely similar to human blood but is 
more human than human blood, as far as pre- 
cipitation is concerned, by at least 30 per cent. 
Tf the blood tests mean anything, then a parrot 
must have come from an ostrich, or an ostrich 
from a parrot, as they give the same blood tests. 
The ox, sheep, and baboon are closely related, 
since their blood tests are so much alike. The 
whale and tiger are close brothers, for their 
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precipitates are alike. If precipitates are any 
evidence of close ancestry, why should not 
specific gravity count? Byron Nelson says: 
“Counting water at 1,000, the specific gravity of 
human blood is 10.59, which is absolutely the 
same as that of a mouse.” Thus our forebears 
must have been mice. And the pig and horse 
are very near to man, since the specific gravity 
of their blood is 10.60; and the specific gravity 
of a frog and a snake is nearer to that of man 
than is that of a monkey. 

Consider the blood diseases with which man 
is afflicted. If there were not an impassable 
gulf between man and animals, similarity of 
blood to the contrary notwithstanding, we 
should hear of apes suffering with diphtheria, 
cholera, typhoid fever, leprosy, smallpox, in- 
fantile paralysis, etc. Malta fever affects only 
men and goats, while only rats and men suffer 
from plague. 


“AN ODE TO A FLY” 


“Don’t be discouraged, poor little fly, 
You'll be a chipmunk by and by. 
Ages later I can see 

You'll be a full grown chimpanzee. 
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Next I see, with a prophet’s ken, 
You'll take a place in the ranks of men, 
And then in the great sweet by and by, 
We'll be angels—you and I. 
Why should I swat you, dear little fly, 
Prospective chum of my home on high? 
This is what Darwin says—not I.” 

: —Tuos. H. NELson. 


MIGHT CANCEL THE DEAL.— 


Said the Scientist to the Protoplasm, 
“?Twixt you and me is a mighty chasm, 
We represent extremes, my friend, 

You are the beginning, I the end.” 


The Protoplasm made reply 
As he winked his embryonic eye, 
“Well, when I look at you, old man, 
I’m rather sorry I began.” 
—New York Evening Post. 


CHAPTER XIII 


CONCLUSION 


that various ages were characterized 

by certain definite tendencies, in many 
instances unfortunate. Because everybody is 
doing it, because everybody believes it, because 
everybody upholds it, is no good reason that 
a thing is right. The hope of civilization has 
often rested on one man, or at any rate a very 
small minority, willing to stand out against a 
great majority content to remain in the dark 
or in the wrong. Such benefactors perform a 
service appreciated, in so many instances, only 
after they are gone. 

In his popular history of England, H. W. 
Dulcken says, concerning the times of Charles 
II: “Dissoluteness and vice, the characteristics 
of this period, tainted every institution; and 
literature and art were alike’degraded. Never 
has there been so licentious a school of dra- 
matic writing as that of Farquhar, Congreve, 
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A S WE LOOK back over history we find 
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and Wycherly; and even the great John Dry- 
den himself abused his talent by the publica- 
tion of obscenity and ribaldry. The religious 
writers, such as John Bunyan, who wrote the 
immortal Pilgrim’s Progress, and Richard Bax- 
ter, the author of the Saints’ Everlasting Rest, 
who strove to awaken the nation to nobler as- 
pirations, were exposed to ridicule and perse- 
cution.” | 

If in the days of Charles II the age bore a 
taint of dissoluteness, our own age bears the 
general taint of skepticism and unbelief 
brought about largely through the influence of 
materialistic evolution which has affected most 
of -our institutions. 

The unfortunate thing is that it has brought 
its blight upon the moral growth of the coun- 
try, and it is little wonder that not long ago the 
Federal Council of Churches in America, in 
“the most lengthy and comprehensive pro- 
nouncement in its history” expressed great con- 
cern over “the sex freedom of the younger gen- 
eration, the increase in divorces and the prac- 
tice of birth control.” The report expressed 
alarm over the dethronement of “religious and 
ethical authority with the younger generation 
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. .. meeting the moral admonition with the re- 
joinder, ‘By what compulsion must I?” 

Who is any more to blame for the dethrone- 
ment of religious and ethical authority than 
leaders in the Federation of Churches, like the 
late Dr. Cadman, who in the strongest dog- 
matic terms proclaimed to the world, as I have 
heard him, over national radio hook-ups, that 
man originated from the brute? With this per- 
nicious doctrine promulgated throughout the 
length and breadth of the country, what is 
there to restrain young people from giving free 
play to their animal passions and at times act- 
ing the brute? 

Prominent radio ministers may preach with 
the thought of stimulating increased mental 
activity, but this will not change human char- 
acter.. Destroy the foundations of a young 
man’s faith in God and His Son Jesus Christ, 
and no amount of mental concentration on fine 
literature will make him moral. 

Dr. McElvine says, “You can no more edu- 
cate a bad man into a good man than you can 
educate a buttercup into a butterfly.” 

Great modernistic religious leaders may go 
on imagining that in peace talk, agitation for 
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social reform, propaganda for international- 
ism, and in education, there is to be found a 
panacea for society’s ills, but it is the height of 
absurdity to present these things on the one 
hand, while preaching brute evolutionism to 
inquiring young minds on the other hand. 

Our crime problem will continue, the num- 
ber of our delinquent youths will increase, until 
God raises up preachers of the old-time Gospel 
who will repudiate these damning philosophies 
and theories which have done so much to dis- 
credit Christian fundamentals, the authenticity 
of the Bible, and particularly the belief in con- 
version and regeneration of heart. 

It may be safely said that in most of the 
schools, including the great majority of even 
church colleges and universities today, these 
pernicious theories are tearing down character 
rather than building it up. In thousands of in- 
stances education only contributes to making a 
bad man, or criminal, more efficient and capa- 
ble in wrong doing. 

We may be ridiculed and laughed at as con- 
servative and old-fashioned in upholding these 
doctrines, just as John Bunyan was persecuted 
in his day for trying to lead his fellow men into 
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nobler ways. But we are inwardly assured that 
if our civilization can somehow endure, despite 
so much that menaces it, the day will come 
when the refuge of lies will be swept away and 
God’s truth will again be vindicated. Bunyan’s 
despised Pilgrim’s Progress came to be recog- 
nized as the greatest and most monumental 
literary creation of its age, to be read more 
widely in England than any other book except 
the Bible, and to be translated into more lan- 
guages probably than any other book except 
the Bible. 

In bringing my part of this discussion to a 
conclusion, I must express a deep concern for 
the host of innocent boys and girls whose par- 
ents have tried to give them, in their homes, 
simple Christian upbringing, who must go out 
to public high schools and Christless colleges 
to be poisoned through the unfair, unscientific, 
and unmoral influence of the evolutionary dog- 
matism which is unhesitatingly, and wantonly, 
poured into their unwary hearts and minds 
by conscienceless, worldly-minded, mercenary 
teachers and professors, abetted unfortunately 
in this work by many misguided and unin- 
formed ministers, so-called, of the Gospel. 
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CHAPTER I 


Love’s OLD SWEET DREAM 
(The Evolutiomst’s) 


“Under the heading, ‘A Poetical Gem Rescued,’ a 
newspaper (the name of which is not shown on the 
clipping placed in the scrapbook of Mr. F..N. Gray, 
‘Houston, Texas, many years ago) is said to have 
printed the following poem:” 


EVOLUTION 


When you were a tadpole and I was a fish, 
In the Paleozoic time, 
And side by side on the ebbing tide - 
We crawled through the ooze and slime, 
Or skittered with many a caudal flip 
Through the depths of the Cambrian fen, 
My heart was rife with the joy of life, 
For I loved you even then. 


Mindless we lived and mindless we loved, 
And mindless at last we died; 
And deep in the rift of the Caradoc drift 
We slumbered side by side. 
The world turned on in the lathe of time, 
The hot lands heaved amain, 
165 
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Till we caught our breath from the womb of death, 
And crept into light again. 


We were Amphibians, scaled and tailed, 
And drab as a dead man’s hand; ‘ 
We coiled at ease ’neath the dripping trees, 
Or trailed through the mud and sand, 
Croaking and blind with our three-clawed feet 
Writing a language dumb, 
With never a spark in the empty dark 
To hint at a life to come. 


Yet happy we lived, and happy we loved, 
And happy we died once more; 
Our forms were rolled in the clinging mold 
Of a Neocomian shore. 
The eons came and the eons fled, 
And the sleep that wrapped us fast 
Was driven away on a newer day, 
And the night of Death was past. 


Then light and swift through the jungle trees 

-~ We swung in our airy flights, 

Or breathed in the balms of the fronded palms, 
In the hush of the moonless nights. 

And, oh, what beautiful years were these, 
When our hearts clung each to each; 

When life was filled and our senses thrilled 
Till the first faint dawn of speech. 


Thus life by life, and love by love, 
We passed through the cycles strange, 
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And breath by breath, and death by death, 
We followed the chain of change, 

Till there came a time in the law of life 
When over the nursing sod 

The shadows broke, and the soul awoke 
In a strange, dim dream of God. 


I was thewed like an Aurochs bull, 
And tusked like the great cave bear. 
And you, my sweet, from head to feet, 
Were gowned in your glorious hair. 
Deep in the gloom of a fireless cave, 
When the night fell o’er the plain, 
And the moon hung red o’er the river bed, 
We mumbled the bones of the slain. 


I flaked a flint to a cutting edge, 
And shaped it with brutish craft; 

I broke a shank from the woodland dank, 
And fitted it, head and haft. . 

Then I hid me close to the reedy tarn, 
Where the Mammoth came to drink; 

Through brawn and bone I drave the stone, 
And slew him upon the brink. 


Loud I howled through the moonlit wastes, 
Loud answered our kith and kin; 

From west and east to the crimson feast 
The clan came trooping in. 

O’er joint and gristle and padded hoof 
We fought, and clawed, and tore, 

And cheek by jowl, with many a growl, 
We talked the marvel o’er. 
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I carved that fight on a reindeer bone, 
With rude and hairy hand; 

I pictured his fall on the cavern wall, 
That man might understand. 

“For we lived by blood, and the right of might, 
Ere human laws were drawn; 

And the Age of Sin did not begin 
Till our brutal tusks were gone. 


And that was a million years ago, 
In a time that no man knows; 

Yet here tonight in the mellow light, 
We sit at Delmonico’s. 

Your-eyes are deep as the Devon springs, 
Your hair is dark as jet; 

Your years are few, your life is new, 
Your soul untried, and yet— 


Our trail is on the Kimmeridge clay, 
And the scarp of the Purbeck flags, 
We have left our bones in the Bagshot stones 
And deep in the Coralline crags; 
Our love is old, our lives are old, 
And death shall come again; 
Should it come today, what man may say 
We shall not live again? 


God wrought our souls from the Tremadoc beds 
And furnished them wings to fly; 

He sowed our spawn in the world’s dim dawn, 
And I know that it shall not die; 

Though cities have sprung above the graves 
Where the crook-boned men made war, 
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And the ox-wain creaks o’er the buried caves 
Where the mummied Mammoths are. 


Then as we linger at luncheon here, 
O’er many a dainty dish, 

Let us drink anew to the time when you 
Were a tadpole and I was a fish. _ 


~ So for the evolutionist, but I’d rather have 
the book of Genesis! 


CHAPTER II 


THE Lowest Stoop oF ALL 


AN has never been called to a more 
M humiliating task than that of de- 
fending the dignity of his ancestry 
against the advances of “monkeydom.” The 
human race has stooped in its time to one de- 
grading thing and another, but never quite so 
low as this. Here is a challenge coming up out 
of the animal fastnesses of the lower world that 
for insult and effrontery to the gents homo has 
never had its equal. Whatever may: have been 
the bones of base contention among our an- 
cestors, whatever may have been the foolish 
whims of their imagination, they never sup- 
posed the day would come when their sons and 
daughters would be called upon to hold their 
Own against the insinuating claims of the 
jungle. 

Our forefathers had too much self-respect 
for some things. There was an instinctive 
limit to their self-abasement. Play with mon- 
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keys and dogs they might, but reach out to 
them the right hand of kinship—never! There 
was a difference in this respect too obvious for 
thought or discussion. The gulf was wide as 
eternity. The proposition simply did not arise 
in their minds. Man was kuman; the monkey 
or the dog was a beast—that was enough. And 
each stayed where he belonged. 

Man can doa lot of foolish things, to be sure, 
but he can hardly excel himself in the degrad- 
ing madness of allying himself with the snake 
or the lizard. There is an unnatural perversion 
of dignity and self-respect in the man or wor 
man that can do it. It is a decidedly abnormal 
and downward slant of human consciousness. 
However general among men it may be at pres- 
ent, it is an outlandish and almost impossible 
freak of subverted instinct. And it cannot en- 
dure. There will be a reaction. A time will come 
when men will either laugh themselves to scorn 
or hide their faces in shame at the thought of 
it. If the human race has not taken a turn to- 
ward hopeless and everlasting insanity, it can- 
not but right itself from this lowest and most 
self-belying of all stoops. 

Fling the “monkey proposition” into the face 
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of Abraham, or: Moses, or -Homer, or Julius 
Cesar, or any other of the great ancients. They 
would have turned on you the most withering 
glances of reproach. They would have waived 
you off without thought as one gone mad. 

- Innate repulsion itself would have been 
enough. It is when man begins:-to use his fool- 
ish brains that he insults himself. The brain 
is all right in its place, but when it goes to ar- 
guing against instinct and natural intuition, it 
needs something to quiet it down. It is “learn- 
ing” that makes men mad. Learning can be 
nonsensical as well as sound—and a good deal 
of the time it is more likely to be the former 
than the latter. 

It is certainly unsound, to say the feast, when 
it tells a man against all his God-given feelings 
that he is blood kin to a hairy, low-browed, 
staring, expressionless, and speechless ape. 

The theory of evolution calls for high-born 
contempt, and we hope that the sons and daugh- 
ters of Adam and Eve will soon throw it into 
the garbage can where it belongs. 


x 
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CHAPTER III 
A THRILL FOR THE MODERNISTS 


(With obsequious apologies to those who de- 
scended from lizards or crawfish.) 


S A COMPLIMENT to our good 
friends the Modernists we have the 
pleasure of presenting herewith two 

lovely photographs of their common ancestral 
patriarch—the ape. The old gentleman in a 
particularly gracious mood passively posed for 
their special delight, doing his utmost to look 
pleasant. Since it is very seldom that such fine 
views as these of the old man are seen, we con- 
gratulate ourselves on the bare possibility of 
giving to our friends the Modernists one of the 
“thrills that come once in a lifetime.” 

We do not at all object to their cutting these 
pictures out and framing them, if they like, to 
hang in their ancestral’ halls above or beside 
others of their more recent progenitors. As a 

_matter of fact, we have actually considered 
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lending the originals (precious though they 
are) to any more especially devoted, bona fide 
descendant of the patriarch who might wish 
to use them as the basis of a durable, life-size 
oil painting. Here is a rare opportunity for 
some loving soul. 

The reader will at once notice in the “close- 
up” portrait the quiet, spiritual repose, mental 
equipoise, strength of character, and intellec- 
tuality expressed in this imposing face. We 
call attention especially to the ample, sagging 
mouth, the strong, beautiful teeth, the fringed 
chin whiskers, the venerable burnsides, the 
keen, thoughtful eyebrows, and the fine, reced- 
ing forehead. In the wrinkled, fatherly old 
eyes one will see a gentle, almost vacant luster. 
Then there is the nose—so wide, so flat, and 
so intelligent—spreading out with all becom- 
ing grace and smoothness into the well-moulded 
jaw and the protruding, clean-shaven upper lip. 
Lastly, one will not overlook the pointed little 
ear almost lost in the soft, silvering hair. The 
modernist may take a very reasonable pride in 
this picture. 

In the full-length portrait we see wonderful 
—not to say enormous—capacity of stomach 
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and power of arms. The old gentleman would 

look most impressive in tailored suit with white 

vest and dangling gold chain. He is rather 

short in the legs, but the elegance of his naked 

feet more than compensates for this. On the 

whole he is very hairy, but of course that is a 

sign of virility. The old man went. without 

clothes; he didn’t really need any. Clothes only © 
hamper folks. In this way he was apparently 

very original and unconventional. 

This trait of the old man’s character is quite 
observable in his descendants. Originality of 
thought is a very marked characteristic.of the 
Evolutionists. They think and do as they 
please. It is really admirable. 

One particularly interesting thing about the 
portrait is the comfortable way in which the 
figure fits the ground. Perfect adaptability, 
we would say. He would be just as much at 
home in a tree. With respect to this we also 
see the workings of heredity in his descendants. 
It would not surprise us at any time to see some 
of them taking to the trees. As a matter of fact, 
we have already observed many of them “tak- 
’ ing to the tall timbers” when faced with argu- 
ments they cannot answer. Thus they revert to 
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aboriginal ways. That they all will eventually 
wind up there is not at all improbable. 

Meantime, however, I hope that they will 
enjoy these pictures. Quiet perusal of this no- 
ble patriarch’s strong, imperturbable counte- 
nance ought to give them every possible reas- 
surance. 


CHAPTER IV ‘ 


THE BIBLE AND THE HYPOTHESIS 


else need we ask? Criticize it, ridicule 
it, scorn it, they will; disprove it, de- 
vitalize it, destroy it, they cannot. It is the 
most marvelous piece of persistency the world 
has ever known. Strange to say, it is by far the 
oldest book in common circulation, yet, withal, 
the most up to date. In this it shares the char- 
acter of Him who inspired it. It belongs to the 
ages; it has in it that something, or Something, 
which is divinely immortal and everlasting. The 
unspiritual opponent of the Bible fails to sense 
this fact, or he would leave it alone. As it is 
vain for dogs to bark at the moon, so it is vain 
for men to rail at the Bible. | 
History has told us this over and over. Will 
men always be learning and never coming to a 
knowledge of the truth? Why assume that, 
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the twentieth century any more than any other 
century will see the downfall of the Bible? 
Modern civilization at its very best, with the 
grandest array of its most high-sounding ar- 
guments, philosophical as well as scientific, has 
nothing yet and never will have anything that 
can seriously question the integrity of the Bi- 
ble. Evolution, the principal weapon used 
against it, is but a thing of the imagination— 
a fictitious existence. It is a hypothesis born 
of mere fancy. Its origin is traceable finally 
to blank, sterile emptiness. It is a dismal hu- 
man attempt to bring forth something out of 
nothing. It is, to be exact, nothing more or 
less than a disposition on ‘the part of sinful, 
cowardly, unbelievifig men to undermine di- 
vine authority and dispense with the Bible. 


A CHALLENGE 


Someone says, “Prove. your assertions. 
Prove that evolution is a mere nothingness.” 
Why take the time? Why trouble oneself or 
anybody else trying to prove that nothing is 
nothing? Life is not worth much to the man 
that can spend his time trying to prove that 
zero equals zero. Common sense ought to save 
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him the trouble and give him something else 
to live for. 

I have heard scholars reading long papers on 
problems too absurd for a casual wink, when 
they ought to have been digging ditches. All 
fools did not die with the shallow scholasticism 
of the Middle Ages. It is characteristically hu- 
man for every generation to smile at the wis- 
dom of its fathers. But it would be out of the 
question to suppose for one moment that a time 
will come when the men of this day with their 
evolutionary hypothesis will be laughed at. The 
children of this generation are wise ad sublim- 
tatem. Wisdom will die with the people now 
living. They could not possibly be mistaken 
about anything. 


A LittLeE AMUSEMENT 


It is amusing, however, if it is a waste of 
time, to follow the arguments of the evolution- 
ists pursuant to their- plan of destroying the 
Bible. Starting in at the beginning of the geo- 
logical times in the Paleozoic period with cer- 
tain little shellfish and (take note) perfectly 
modern Russian cockroaches, after some hun- 
dred million years (more or less) they man- 


180 A TOPPLING IDOL—EVOLUTION 


age somehow to produce man. The fact that 
he cannot be proved ever to have been any- 
thing else, that wherever he has been found he 
is just as much a man as he is now, constitutes 
a discrepancy which can be overlooked. Once 
accepting the evolutionary hypothesis, we do 
not need facts. 


PITHECANTHROPUS ERECTUS 


Although neither paleontology nor arche- 
ology has ever yet been able to find any remains 
of man inferior to what he is today in all their 
tireless efforts to discover the connecting link, 
we must take for granted—this is science— 
not only that the connecting link existed, but 
that a thousand, yes, ten thousand—who knows 
how many?—connecting links or intermediate 
types existed some time, somewhere. It would 
be unscientific, it would reveal antipathy to the 
“scientific method,” for one to ask that one or 
two of these semi-humdn beings be brought to 
light. 

The poor Java “skeleton,” the so-called 
Pithecanthropus Erectus discovered by Profes- 
sor Dubois in 1894, in so far as he has helped 
out in the situation, might well have been left 
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right where he was. The professor knows this 
and has discreetly kept him under lock and key 
now in Holland for over forty years. Perhaps 
when scientists get where they will not disagree 
so much about him, the professor will bring 
him forth again. 

In the meantime they ought to be finding 
some of his ancestors, or some of his immedi- 
ate descendants, sons, daughters, grandchil- . 
dren, etc. 

But no evolutionist is going to worry much 
either about Pithecanthropus Erectus or his 
people; so Pithecanthropus Erectus may con- 
tinue to rest his bones. Both he and his -are 
taken for granted. The evolutionary hypothesis 
has been accepted and no questions should be 
asked. 

More AMUSEMENT 


But a little further with the argument. When 
the evolutionist finally gets us down through 
several millions or hundreds of millions of 
years to the modern geological period, the 
Quaternary, when man first appears, it is to 

_his interest to prove that he existed before 
Bible times. This he goes about not induc- 
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tively but deductively. He takes it for granted 
before he proves it, and forms his arguments 
to fit his premise. Nearly all scientists agree 
that man did not exist before the inter-glacial 
period, and many argue that he did not exist 
until the post-glacial period. Now the point is 
to make the period, whichever one it was, when 
he (man) did come into existence, antedate 
the time of Adam. This must be done at all 
hazards. If one scientist puts the end of the 
glacial period at four or six thousand years ago 
and another puts it at fifteen thousand years 
ago, we must, for the sake of the hypothesis, 
accept the latter’s view; we must discard the 
former’s. This is scientific. It would not do to 
consider with favor any supposition, however 
logical it might seem, that reflects on the in- 
tegrity of “the hypothesis.” We must prove at 
all hazards that human beings existed before 
Adam, whether they actually did or not. With 
the evolutionist it is as it was with the little 
boy who said, “If Ma says it’s so, it’s so, if 
it ain’t so.” : 


Does Not Exist 
# 


Now the peculiar thing about the inter- 
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glacial or post-glacial man is that he does not 
himself exist. Only’ what are supposed to be 
relics of his exist—stone implements, coals left 
from-his fireplace, etc. No human bones, with 
the exception of two skulls and two jawbones, 
supposed to be of the glacial period, have ever 
been found among the relics of the so-called 
Glacial or Drift Man. But this makes no dif- 
ference. If we are going to have evolution we 
must have the Drift Man. Bones or no bones, 
we'll have him anyway. That settles it. He 
existed. 


You see it is absolutely inconceivable that re- 
_mains of men, i. e., arrowheads, charcoal, etc., 
could possibly find their way in any manner 
through pits or alluvial washings into the drift 
of the glacial period without the men them- 
selves having lived at that time. Even if they 
could have done so, we must not admit it. It 
would upset our hypothesis. We must not 
tamper with hypothesis! 


The Drift Man being settled, the evolution- 
ist takes us to Egypt. Here he has eight or ten 
thousand years of history lined out for us. He 
must have something like that; there is no way 


ee 
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out of it. If there is in reality no such history, 
he will provide us with one anyway. 


There are some prehistoric graves down in 
Egypt. These graves lie in certain relationship 
to certain historic graves. They have in them 
some very ancient types of pottery, paint, pal- 
ettes, and other things. Generalizing from this 
and that, these graves must be very old. In 
conclusion, these graves—the most ancient of 
them—are eight or ten thousand years old. 
Q. E. D. We have the history. 

That is to say, we have the first part of the 
history. We must have the rest. So far it is 
only a matter of graves and pottery. According 
to the hypothesis, it would be nice to have a 
written record of the kings ruling in Egypt a 
thousand years before Adam. How are we go- 
ing to get it? 

Well, the evolutionist will see to that. He 
will bring forth the works of one Manetho of 
Sebennytos, an Egyptian high priest and scribe 
of the third century B. C. That is, he will 
bring forth something that some persons liv- 
ing four, six, and nine centuries after him said 
he said. The works of Manetho himself, with 
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the exception of a few scant fragments and 
excerpts, do not happen to exist. But that 
makes no difference. These other persons tell 
us what he said. 


These other persons, namely, Julius Afri- 
canus (221 A. D.), Eusebius (326 A. D.), and 
George the Syncellus (792 A. D.), say that 
Manetho said that the history of Egypt was 
thus and thus. They give a summary of his 
vague chronology, naming many kings and 
dynasties, ranging back, the evolutionist af- 
firms, to the desired time, namely, some thou- 
sand years or more before Adam. That many 
scholars deny the authenticity of Manetho, 
that they maintain it is very probable that many 
of the dynasties of which he is supposed to 
have written were contemporary and not suc- 
cessive, makes no difference. It serves the pur- 
pose of the evolutionist to give Manetho all 
the credit possible, and to make all his dynas- 
ties follow in sequence. It would not be dis- 
creet or scientific for them to do otherwise. 
Manetho is, therefore, unchallengeable au- 
thority; and he goes back in his history of 
Egypt at least a thousand years before Adam. 
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Thus we write another Q. E. D. The evolu- 
tionist has proved his case. 

Inadequacy of evidence is nothing when dis- 
honest unbelievers wish to force a point. A soli- 
tary Egyptian high priest and scribe like Mane- 
tho, with his doubtful record (and that all but 
lost), is a poor figure upon whom to rest the 
weight of eight or ten thousand years of an- 
cient history. These so-called scientists will re- 
ject the definite and challenging authority of 
such historical characters as Moses, Matthew, 
Mark, Luke, John, and other sacred writers, 
and stake all on the intangible evidence of 
crude potteries and the almost vacuous chron- 
icles of a shadowy, unknown Egyptian. 


THE BIBLE TABOO 


Any record but the Bible record! The evo- 
lutionary critic would not dare to resort to that 
—true or untrue. The Bible is barred evidence 
because it is the Bible. No matter if it does 
give the only reliable history of ancient times, 
the scientific (?) historian must go elsewhere 
for his material. For some reason or other the 
only real Book of primeval history is taboo. 

It would be unscientific, unscholarly, for a 
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historian to get his facts from the Bible. In 
history-writing the shortest distance between 
two points is not a straight line, but a very 
circumlocutory one. The secular historian will 
scour the earth and heaven, strain at gnats and 
swallow camels, excavate all creation and sift 
its sand for some simple fact of history, before 
he will take the Bible’s word for it. 

Might as well save the time and also the 
labor. When the fact has been discovered it 
is invariably found, much to the chagrin of the 
tired infidel, to be a restatement of the Bible 
record. * 

The way of the skeptic is hard, and always 
God makes his wrath to praise Him. Never 
yet has the shovel of the history-diggers turned 
up one fact which has actually and finally: 
proved to be contrary to the Bible. The unbe- 
lieving archeologist and paleontologist alike 
have, in spite of themselves, been arguing for 
the integrity of the Bible. Before long the critic 
will not have even an imaginary prop to stay 
his sliding feet. 


*For archeological proofs of the Bible record we refer the 
reader to Sir Charles Marston’s book, The Bible is True. 


CHAPTER V 
WE Must GIvE THEM TIME 


N DECEMBER of the year 1930 came 
| the late Professor Henry Fairfield Osborn 
from the skull room of the American Mu- 
seum of Natural History in New York, where 
he had been mulling over old fossils, to make a 
great contribution to the theory of evolution. 
Tt was the occasion of his resignation as presi- 
dent of the American Association for. the Ad- 
vancement of Science, then assembled at Des 
Moines. With his new pronouncement, which 
he undoubtedly felt was vital and epoch-mak- 
ing, he made his bow and went into retirement. 
Just where he went we do not know. A good 
place for him would have been the closet where 
Professor Dubois of Holland keeps Pithecan- 
thropus Erectus. Surely there was room in the 
closet for another fossil. 
Professor Osborn became Emeritus. When 
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they get there, fortunately, we need not expect 
much more of them. 
Propounding his new theory before his eru- 
dite colleagues in Des Moines on this notable 
occasion, the professor said: “The new hy- 
pothesis [as to man’s origin] carries us into a 
geological antiquity hitherto undreamed of. An- 
thropology is forced to share with chemistry 
and physics entirely new notions of space and 
time. To my mind the human brain is the most 
marvelous and mysterious object [this disclos- 
ure is indeed marvelous and mysterious] in the 
whole universe, and no geologic period seems 
too long to allow for its natural evolution.” 


Ah! Zee great professor make a great state- 
ment. He paralyze zee erudite gentlemen. 
(Pardon me for talking French here: it seems 
somehow so compatible with this sort of learn- 
ing.) Zey nod zere heads one to anozzer and. 
look wise! 

Time, gentle reader, time! The theory of 
evolution is famishing for time. Stand back 
and give it time! We shall not be so cruel as 
to let the poor “critter” die for lack of some- 
thing which is so plentiful. 
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“Hitherto,” says Professor Osborn, “evo- 
lution has not had enough time.” We shall 
now give it undreamed of time and space, an- 
tiquities immeasurable. We must go back, back, 
and then we must go back of that. It almost 
looks as though man always existed. 


The professor’s happy notion removes the 
process of evolution clear out of the range of 
human thought. We are no longer obliged to 
bother our heads about it. The origin of man 
now fortunately antedates conception. He 
evolved, but when and where is out of ken. The 
theory no longer needs to be proved, for what 
ca not be 2eed not be. Our great evolutionist 
has locked evolution in a safe and thrown both 
the safe and the key into a bottomless primor- 
dial ocean. If we cannot reason out in any final 
and conclusive manner what is happening to- 
-day, how can we reason out what happened 
. back in the vague eons of an unthinkable and 
unknowable past? ; 


What do new notions of time and space 
mean? Evolutionists have already overleaped 
the mark with their hypothetical pasts. They 
have been talking of millions and millions of 
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years just as though they had some sane con- 
ception of what they mean, but Professor 
Osborn proposed to double or triple up on the 
inconceivable conception. What actual differ- 
ence is there to the mind between ten million 
years and a hundred million years? Figures 
mean nothing beyond a certain point. The hu- 
man mind is finite and must not fool itself by 
assuming that by juggling mere figures it out- 
stretches itself. ; 

To come right down to facts, what is at the 
bottom of the professor’s new expedient? It 
is simply this: the evolutionists have never yet 
found a connecting link. Puttering around all 
this time over old bones has got them nowhere. 
There is not—and never was—an ape-man. 
Prolonged and persistent search over millions 
and millions of acre-years, so to speak, has 
proved in vain. That is why we need new no- 
tions of time and space. That is why we need 
geological antiquities hitherto undreamed of. 

Well, if any class of people in the world are 
capable of having new notions, it is the evo- 
lutionists. They will undoubtedly assume that 
they have what they want. It is quite possible, 
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as everyone knows, to dream of dreaming 
dreams. It is even possible to dream of dream- 
ing of dreaming dreams. There is no limit to 
this sort of thing. But with their connecting 
link, the ape-man, gone they had to do some- 
thing, and what a bold front they maintain! 
The ape-man, so they say, was only hypotheti- 
cal anyway. He was but a temporary shift. 
Professor Osborn said, ‘““With both Lamarck 
and Darwin, the ‘ape-man’ descent was never 
more than a working hypothesis [But oh, how 
hard he did work!] based, for want of any 
positive data, upon the closer approach of the 
anthropoid apes to man than that observed in 
any other group.” 

He went on to say, that “the Darwinian con- 
ception, picturing as our ancestor a hypotheti- 
cal ape not far from a primitive Miocene 
chimpanzee, with some warm, forest-clad land 
as its habitat, appears to be upset by recent 
discoveries-in connection with the Piltdown or 
Dawn Man. The brain capacity-of this man, 
together with the recent discovery of other 
features concerning him, seems to contradict 
flatly the Darwinian ape-man assumption.” In 
other words, the connecting link fails to con. 
13—Evolution 
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nect. It fails even to materialize. There is no 
ape-man. 

We call attention to the phrase, “for want 
of any positive data,” in the above quotation. 
Science is not supposed to be based on any want 
of “positive data.” But this want of positive 
data has been the very backbone of evolution. 
The whole theory is built upon and hangs to 
this marvelous backbone. We are reminded of 
a picture we once saw of a huge colored wo- 
man collaring her shrinking, diminutive hus- 
band and saying, “So you is going to a chiro- 
practor, is you? What for you do dat? You 
ain’t got no backbone!’ 

But the evolutionists are engineers. Never 
did anybody suspend so much on nothing. 
They have a wonderful way of getting along 
without “any positive data.” In fact, they 
manage to live on less positive data than any 
class of so-called scientists the world has ever 
seen. It is astonishing what data they can get 
along without. Given an ambitious evolutionist 
no positive data, and a good “working hypothe- 
sis,” like the ape-man, and you can expect the 
most amazing results. Upon the mere strength 
of a guess the evolutionists have built up an 
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elaborate body of scientific dogma. It has been 
the law and the gospel of the biological world. 
And even when the guess is knocked out 
from under it, it seems somehow to stand. 

Here, for you, is a regular hypothesis. A 
hypothesis does not even have to have a hy- 
pothesis to stand on. Evolution is self-sus- 
tained and self-suspending. We shall never have 
a better example of a scientific hypothesis. 

Nevertheless, though it stands they must do 
something about it. The ape-man is gone; their 
Dawn Man turns out to be a bona fide human 
being. They must start all over and find an- 
other Dawn Man. The dawn they had was not 
early enough. For their new dawn they are go- 
ing back to the day before. And even then, as 
they frankly admit, they are going to have to 
get up awfully early in the morning. 

Well, we shall see what we shall see. No 
doubt we shall soon hear again the sound of 
the paleontological pick and shovel. They will 
find something. But it will certainly be old. 
Fifty million years is a long time for a bone to 
stay intact. But never fear, where there is a 
will there is a way. We shall have the privi- 
lege of looking upon a skull, a hip bone, an el- 
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bow,- or an eye socket fifty million or more 
years old. A little discolored? Yes. Perhaps 
slightly softened. The natural agencies of de- 
struction, like fire, oxidation, flood, etc., over 
all this vast period of time will have had some 
effect on it. We cannot expect it to be perfect, 





SEARCHING FOR ANOTHER DAWN MAN 


and of course we must not expect to see the full 
man, A fragment of him will do. Even a big 
toe or a tooth will suffice. They can construct 
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the man from that. And he will be the very pic- 
ture of the man they want. 
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And so it shall be—unless they change their 
minds. We must remember that right on the 
heels of Professor Osborn comes along Dr. 
Austin H. Clark, noted biologist of the Smith- 
sonian Institution, to tell us that there never 
was a Dawn Man, either yesterday or the day 
before yesterday. He declares that’ man is a 
“freak of nature,” and that when he first ap- 
peared he was just as he is now. “There is no 
evidence,” says he, “which would show man 
developing step by step from lower forms of 
life. There is nothing to show that man was in 
any way connected with monkeys.” 

Perhaps there was not even a dawn. A full- 
fledged man needs no dawn. He stands forth 
straightway in the light of day. It really looks 
as though the evolutionists ought to give up 
and begin to look around for a real man in the 
Garden of Eden. I am sure that most self- 
respecting laymen will be satisfied with Adam. 


CHAPTER VI 


7 SCIENCE, FALSELY So CALLED 


-for all times, warned Timothy two thou- 

sand years ago to avoid “oppositions of 
science falsely so called” (1 Tim. 6:20). Had 
he been writing to a student of modern times 
he could not have put it in a better way. It is. 
apparent that even in his day men were accus- 
tomed to use the term “science” for that which 
really was not science, creating thereby unwar- 
ranted and unfounded opposition against the 
truth. 

Science is based on facts and laws which can 
actually be proved and demonstrated. It does. 
not belong solely to modern times. There has. 
always been some science. The scientific method. 
of thought has in general principle been known: 
throughout the ages. Men have always been 
more or less scientific, whether they knew it 
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or not. At least there were things which they 
knew without doubt to be true. In so far as 
they knew any systematized truth at all con- 
cerning nature they were somewhat scientific. 
We need not imagine that science has been 
reserved to us and our day only. St. Paul knew 
what was science and what was not science. He 
knew, within the limited sphere of the science 
of his day, where actual fact ended and where 
speculation began, just as we know it today on 
a larger scale. It was against the latter that he 
wisely warned the thoughtful and studious 
Timothy. 
" If men of Christian faith had only science 
itself to-contend with in this day and age of 
the world, we would have little to fear indeed. 
Science proper holds no terror for the true 
Christian; nor does it menace his Bible. Sci- 
ence is sane, sober, consistent, and acceptable. 
It is what Paul terms, “oppositions of science 
falsely so called” that are doing the mischief. 
People are ranting everywhere today about the 
findings of science when they know little or 
nothing of that of which they speak. If some 
ambitious college professor makes a statement 
of a speculative nature about the origin of man. 
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or some natural phenomenon, whole multitudes 
of enthusiasts cry out with unqualified credu- 
lity, “Hear! Hear! what science: hath said! 
Scientists have discovered so and so!” 

Boil all the scientific assumption of today 
down to what is actual and proved fact and 
about seventy-five per cent of it will go off in 
gush and effervescence. There is an over- 
zealous attempt on the part of the devotees of 
science to extend its suzerainty to every field 
of human life and activity. They are deter- 
mined that everything bow to its scepter, in- 
cluding religion, love, poetry, and art. Noth- 
ing can escape the “scientific method’’—not 
even the soul of man. 

Enthusiasm is carrying the thing altogether 
too far. There are some things in human life 
and in the spiritual universe that will not sub- 
mit to the pretensions of so-called scientific 
analysis. Science has done and will do won- 
ders, but there are some things too high even 
for science—at least as men know it. In their 
endeavor to include everything in the range 
of science, men have dropped from the sub- 
lime and reasonable to the base and ridiculous. 

The earth is still afflicted with fanatics, and 
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they are not all in the religious world. There 
can be more than one kind of fanatic. We hear 
of an old savant in England who has become 
so obsessed with scientific thought pertaining 
to hygiene that he has posted about in the halls 
of his dwelling place signs forbidding people 
to sneeze or cough on the premises lest he be- 
come infected. The principle may be all right 
but the application is foolish. Much knowledge 
does seem to make some people mad. 

Wherein is the confidence of the fundamen- 
talist movement? It is in the simple fact that 
thousands of well-educated men know that not 
everything that is called science is science. The 
theory of evolution is an example. Evolution 
is a “science falsely so called.” When the evo- 
lutionists come forward with undeniable proofs 
of their theory, then, and then only, will 
the fundamentalists have something to worry 
about. As yet it is not even a good guess. 

The theory of evolution may sound very 
pleasant and reasonable, but so have other the- 
ories that have finally been discarded. The 
evolutionists all say that man evolved from 
lower forms of animal life, but there is not one 
of them anywhere that can say either how or 
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when. Some of us refuse to give up old things 
- until we can be provided with new and better 
things. We fail to see any process of actual evo- 
lution being demonstrated in the world today, 
and we doubt if we ever shall. Burbank pro- 
duced no argument, and certainly animal life 
affords none. Variation is one thing and evolu- 
tion is another. Nature presents us with many 
biological similarities, but neither biology, ge- 
ology, nor paleontology can connect them to- 
gether in any evolutionary sense. There are 
simply ho connections to be made. And we have 
failed to find the evolutionist who can show us 
any. Everything has produced and multiplied 
“after its kind? throughout the ages. That 
there are thousands and even millions of kinds 
similar makes no difference. It would surely 
be a strange universe if some things in it did 
not look alike. 

The evolutionists seem to suppose that if 
their theory is not true there should be no pat- 
terns of like or kindred character in all the 
realm of creation. Because a whale’s fin is simi- 
lar in shape to a man’s hand, it need not fol- 
low that they are evolved from one and the 
same thing or that they are evolving into one 
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and the same thing. We would ask the evo- 
lutionist to suggest a good form for the whale’s 
fin that would serve its purpose just as well 
and not look something like a hand. 

The liberalists have taken for granted a 
great deal in their digression from old stand- 
ards of religious and moral thought. They are 
building their house upon the sand, and the 
greater the building the greater will be the fall 
thereof. We can go with them to the point 
where they begin to guess and there we stop. 
Beyond that point neither reason nor science 
holds sway, but empty philosophy and vain de- 
ceit. With these we do not purpose to be 
spoiled. 

The new liberalistic Church, following its 
-so-called scientific method, is now at the work 
of expurgating the Bible. It proposes to elimi- 
nate from the New Testament everything but 
the four gospels, and even one of them—the 
book of John. And then, not being satisfied, 
it proposes further to cut out all that pertains 
to miracles and the supernatural in the three 
remaining, Matthew, Mark, and Luke. It will 
be a very interesting Bible, this new devolyed 
Bible, and the new Christ will be a curiosity 
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indeed. The liberalists, adhering to the asser- 
tions of “science falsely so called,” are no 
longer satisfied with the claims of the Bible. 
They will not have the book of John because 
it in particular exalts Christ as the divine Son 
of God. They will not have the miracles and 
the supernatural in Matthew, Mark, and Juke 
because their “science falsely so called” does 
not admit of them. They are pulling everything 
down to the low plane of common, degraded, 
materialistic life, and the result will be a more 
far-reaching and degenerating apostasy from 
true Christian standards than the world has 
ever before known. 

Ultimate spiritual truths are hidden from the 
wise and prudent and revealed unto babes. Bet- 
ter have a babe’s interpretation of the book of 
John with its sublime conceptions, than the ex- 
purgations of some blinded, case-hardened in- 
fidel. There is a mirror in every child’s soul 
which reflects the image and spirit of God. 
Once broken, through the skepticism of ma- 
turity, there is naturally no more response in 
the heart to divine things. Christ said, “Ex- 
cept ye be converted, and become as little chil- _ 
dren, ye shall not enter into the kingdom of 
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heaven” (Matt. 18:3). He asserted that man 
must be born again. 

Were it possible for the hard-hearted un- 
believer to be converted through repentance 
and forgiveness of sins (and it surely is), he 
would no longer find reasons to object to the 
wonderful book of John. Like St. Paul, there- 
after he would know whom he had believed, 
because of some strange and supernatural evi- 
dence within his soul. Flesh and blood would 
not reveal the truth unto him, but the Father 
which is in heaven (Matt. 16:17). The Bible 
would need no expurgation for him and it 
would be found to answer in a most satisfactory 
way all the demands of that which is science in 
deed and in truth. 


CHAPTER VII 


Gop AT THE MERCY OF THE COLLEGE 
PROFESSORS 


“TF we believe not, yet he abideth faithful: he 
cannot deny himself” (2 Timothy 2:13). 


MAGINE a God in heaven altering His 
l character and revising His opinion of him- 
self according to every changing rumor of 
faith that arrived from this world. He would 
have a colossal task keeping up with the times. 
Every age and generation has its idea or ideas 
about Him, and if He took them all into con- 
sideration as actually determining His charac- 
ter, He would certainly be on a nervous strain 
as time went by, trying to measure up—or 
down, whichever the case might be. 

The Deists, the Materialists, the Socialists, 
the Evolutionists, the Atheists, and the What- 
nots have all declared in their day and do now 
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declare what sort of being God is or should be, 
and they have all decreed how and in just what 
manner He should have created the world. 
They have told the world and they have told 
God. They have all been careful to let the world 
and God know their latest opinions and de- 
cisions, mostly by means of books and 
speeches. 

If God takes into account their reports and 
arguments, He must have a tremendous library 
by this time with several secretary angels hard 
at work to keep Him enlightened. If He makes 
any endeavor at all to keep up with the think- 
ers and deciders of this present age, His mails 
must of necessity be very heavy, for men were 
‘never so busy thinking Him out and deciding 
on Him and His work, as now. New philoso- 
phies, new religious and scientific dogmas are 
hatched every day. 

The universities and theological seminaries 
are especially busy. God must have particular 
regard for the opinions of the college profes- 
sors, as they really constitute the world’s au- 
thority. I suppose that He is quick to take into 
account the latest decisions of the bald-headed, 
pussy-footed, and flabby ones especially, for 
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He notes how hard and self-sacrificing they 
have been in their work on Him in the quiet 
of their laboratories. 

If one stops to think of it, God must be 
afraid of these great and terrible men. When 
one of them, seated on his dais in some lecture 
room, wrinkles up his brow, and prepares his 
mouth to utter his latest findings, heaven must 
‘bow in suspense to listen—angels and arch- 
angels being much concerned as to what next 
is to befall the Almighty. They all know that 
the wonderful man has just come from his 
study with its long shelves of journals and 
documents, or from his laboratory with its 
great piles of monkey skulls, fish-bones, and 
original protoplasm, and that assuredly he 
must be right in whatever he is going to say. 
I suspect that once having heard it they make 
haste to attend a hearing of the next theological 
professor at some seminary to learn just how 
he will apply the late decision of the college 
professor to his ever-revising system of in- 
struction for young ministers. 

Looking at things in this light, God’s situa- 
tion must be very pathetic. The people ought 
to be sorry for Him, and some movement ought 
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to be set on foot to put an end to His being so 
abused. 

Pathetic, indeed, would His situation be if 
God were at the mercy of the opinions of men. 
But the interesting and comforting thing about 
it all is that He is not. God cares very little 
about the opinions and findings of men. “If 
we believe not, yet He abideth faithful: He 
cannot deny himself.” Of Himself He says, 
“Tam the Lord, I change not.” Let us ask, 
“Who hath directed the Spirit of the Lord, or 
being His counselor hath taught him? With 
whom took he counsel, and who instructed him, 
and taught him in the path of judgment, and 
taught him knowledge, and shewed to him the 
way of understanding? ... Have ye not heard? 
hath it not been told you from the beginning? 
have ye not understood from the foundations 
of the earth? It is he that- sitteth upon the 
circle of the earth, and the inhabitants thereof 
are as grasshoppers; that stretcheth out the 
heavens as a curtain, and spreadeth them out 
as a tent to dwell in: that bringeth the princes 
to nothing; he maketh the judges of the earth 
as vanity” (Isa. 40:13-23). 

People do not seem to realize how little they 
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figure in affairs after all. They imagine that 
if they deny God and disbelieve His word, 
somehow that changes things. They tamper 
with God and they tamper with the Bible and 
they are fools enough to suppose that their 
tampering makes a difference. 

It does make a difference, but with them- 
selves only, not with God. He never changes, 
and not one jot or tittle of His word will ever 
go unfulfilled; and after all things, men and 
their opinions included, have passed away and 
are no more, God will remain as He ever was, 
the eternal and unchangeable Almighty. 


CHAPTER VIII 


SELECT EVIDENCE OF GREAT SCHOLARS 


oe AVE any of the rulers believed?” 
H This question was asked by the com- 
mon people about Jesus. The question 
of the average.person today about evolution is, 
‘Have any of the rulers or scientists not be- 
lieved?” We present therefore a chapter on 
statements contrary to evolution, by great sci- 
entists. Time and space will permit only a few. 
We shall begin with no less an authority than 
Professor Ernst Haeckel, of Germany. Says 
Professor Luther T. Townsend in his Collapse 
of Evolution: 


“The most suggestive words, however, and really 
the severest criticism on evolution, though not spoken 
with that intent, are from the late Professor Haeckel, 
of Jena. He has been spoken of as Germany’s great- 
est biologist, and as everyone knows he was the 
rankest naturalistic evolutionist ofrecent date. Among 
some of his recent utterances he bewailed the fact 
that he was standing almost alone. ‘Most modern in- 
vestigators of science have come to the conclusion,’ 
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he says, ‘that the doctrine of evolution and particu- 
larly Darwinism is an error and cannot be main- 
tained.’ Then he enumerates several distinguished 
men, whom he calls ‘bold and talented scientists,’ 
who not long since were advocates of evolution but 
who lately have abandoned it. The men he mentions 
- are Dr. E. Dennert, author of Vom Sterbelager der 
Darwinismus (1903) ; Dr. Goette, the Strassburg pro- 
fessor whose articles appeared in the Umschau (1903) ; 
Professor Edward Hoppes, known as ‘the Hamburg 
Savant,’ who in his recent pamphlets takes a pro- 
nounced position, in the name of religion, against nat- 
uralistic evolution; Professor Paulson, of Berlin, .who 
among his other criticisms of evolution, declared that 
Haeckel’s theory ‘is a disgrace to the philosophy of 
Germany’; Professor Rutemeyer, geologist and pale- 
ontologist, of Basel, who charges evolutionists, espe- 
cially of the Haeckel type, with ‘playing false with 
the public and with the natural sciences’; and Pro- 
fessor Wilhelm Max Wundt, of Leipsic, who stands 
at the head of German psychologists, and who wrote 
books in his earlier days in support of evolution, but 
who in a later publication characterizes those early 
writings ‘the great crime of his youth that will take 
him all the rest of his life to expiate’; ‘and so,’ adds 
Heackel, ‘he is now writing the other thing.’ Such 
are the men over whom Haeckel wept because they 
had deserted, not Darwinism in particular, but other 
theories of evolution. . ..” 


We refer again to Professor Virchow of 
Berlin, the greatest German authority in physi- 
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ology and “the foremost chemist on the globe.” 
At one time, we are told, he was a pronounced 
advocate of Darwin’s and Haeckel’s views, but 
he changed. It was he who said of evolution 
“Tt is all nonsense. It cannot be proved by 
science that man. descended from the ape or 
from any other animal.” * (See page 15). And 
he goes on to say: “Since the announcement of 
the theory, all real scientific knowledge has 
proceeded in the opposite direction.” + And 
later on, at a convention of anthropologists in 
Vienna, he said: 

“The attempt to find the transition from animal 
to man has ended in total failure. The middle link 
has not been found and never will be. It has been 


proved beyond doubt that during the last five thou- 
sand years there has been no noticeable change in 


mankind.” 

Professor Fleischmann, of Erlangen, in his 
Die Darwiiusche Theorie, published at L.eipsic, 
according to Professor Townsend, came to this 
conclusion : 


“The Darwinian theory of descent has in the realms 
of nature not a single fact to confirm it. It is not the 
result of scientific research, but purely the product 
of the imagination.” 


* Collapse of Evolution, page 55. tIbid, page 55. 
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Another German, Professor Zoeckler, of the 
University of Grifswald, wrote as follows in 
the Beweis des Glaubens: - 

“The claim that the hypothesis of descent is se- 
cured scientifically must most decidedly be denied. 
Neither Hartmann’s exposition nor the authorities 
he cites have the force even of moral conviction for 
the claim for a purely mechanical descent. The de- 
scent of organisms is not a scientifically demonstrated 
proposition.” 

While addressing the Victoria Institute of 
London, Professor Lionel S. Beale, one of the 
world’s greatest biologists, said: 

“The idea of any relation having been established 
between the non-living and living, by a gradual ad- 
vance from lifeless matter to the lowest forms of life 
and so onwards to the higher and more complex, has 
not the slightest evidence from the facts of any sec- 
tion of living nature of which anything is known.” 


The rest of his statement is published else- 
where in this book. (See page 14). 


Continuing with Professor Townsend we in- 
sert his quotation from an article in the Inter- 
national Quarterly, December-March, 1902- 
1903, by Dr. N. S. Shaler of Harvard Uni- 
versity: 

- “Tt begins to be evident to naturalists that the Dar- 
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winian hypothesis is still essentially unverified. Not- 
withstanding the evidence derived from the study of 
animals and plants under domestication, it is not yet 
proved that a single species of the two or three mil- 
lions now inhabiting the earth had been established 
solely, or mainly, by the operation of natural selec- 
tion.” 


We turn to one of the greatest American 
scientists now living, Professor R. A. Millikan. 
In an address delivered some time ago before 

‘the American Chemical Society he is quoted as 
making this declaration: 

“The pathetic thing about it is that many scien- 


tists are trying to prove the doctrine of evolution, 
which no scientists can do.” * 


_ As to Embryology, Professor Vernon Kel- 
logg, of Leland Stanford University, has this 
to say in his Darwinism Today: 

“The proof that man is descended from a fish be- 
cause he has gill slits at one period in his individual 
development is not of the sort to rely on too confi- 


dently. ... The recapitulation theory is mostly 
wrong.” 


Also he says (page 18): 


“Speaking by and large we only tell the general 
truth when we declare that no indubitable cases of 





*Qucted from Evolution and the Bible by A. I. Brown, Page 7. 
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species-forming or transforming, that is, of descent, 
have been observed.” 


Then he concludes (page 29): 


“For my part it seems better to go back to the 
old safe ‘Ignoramus’ standpoint.” 


On the same subject writes an eminent au- 
thority, Professor E. B. Wilson: 


“Tt must be evident to any candid observer, not 
only that the embryological method is open to criti- 
cism, but that the whole fabric of morphology, so far 
as it rests upon embryological evidence, stands in ur- 
gent need of reconstruction. : . . It is largely to an 
overweening confidence in the validity of the embryo- 
logical evidence that we owe the vast number of the 
elaborate hypothetical phylogenies which confront the 
modern student in such bewildering confusion. The 
inquiries of such a student regarding the origin of 
any of the great principal types of animals, involve 
him in a labyrinth of speculation and hypothesis in 
which he seeks in vain for conciusions of even an ap- 
proximate certainty.” ; 


Notwithstanding, as we know, the theory of 
embryological recapitulation is taught in prac- 
tically all textbooks. 

As to the embryological argument, Profes- 
sor A. Sedgwick, of Cambridge University, 
writes in Darwin and Modern Science (page 
174): 
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“Tf it could be shown that ancient and extinct 
forms of life present features of structure now only 
found in embryos, we should have a body of facts of 
the greatest importance. But, as Huxley has shown 
and as the whole course of paleontological and embry- 
ological investigation has demonstrated, no such state- 
ment can be made. . . . So that the facts as we know 
them, lend no support to the theory.” 


The Encyclopedia Britannica, in its article 
on Embryology, has this to say: 


“When we look at the facts upon which it is based, 
we find they are non-existent, for the ancestors of all 
living animals are dead, and we have no means of 
knowing what they were like. It is true there are fos- 
sil remains of animals which have lived, but these 
are so imperfect as to be practically useless for the 
present requirements. . . . The ordinary explanation 
is purely a deduction from the evolution theory.” 


In Christian Faith and Life (April, 1932, 
page 184), we read the following: 


“According to Ernest Gordon, writing for the Sun- 
day School Times, the well krown Dr. Zwemer did 
not give evolution much of a ‘send-off’ in his inau- 
gural address as professor in Princeton Theological 
Seminary. He quoted two scientists, Alkema and 
Bezemer of the University of Utrecht, Holland, as 
saying : 


“¢The study of primitive religion has been alto- 
~ gether too much swayed by the hypothesis of evolu- 
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tion, and those who wrote on the subject approached 
it with prejudgments. . . . The fact is that the evolu- 
tionary theory as an explanation of the history of 
human thought is more and more being abandoned. 
Even as a working hypothesis it is to be condemned.’ 


“Then Dr. Zwemer quotes Professor Huizenga, of 
the same university, as insisting that ‘the evolution 
theory has been a liability, and not an asset, in the 
scientific treatment of the history of civilization.’” 


In the same magazine, for February, 1932 
(p. 82), is found a statement made by the noted 
scientist, Sit William Dawson, of Canada, 
when questioned concerning the origin of man: 


“I know nothing about the origin of man except 
what I am told in Scripture—that God created him. 
I do not know anything more than that, and I do not 
know anybody who does. I would say with Lord 
Kelvin that, there is nothing in science that reaches 
the origin of anything at all.” 


About 1923, in Toronto, in an address be- 
fore the American Association for the Ad- 
vancement of Science, the great Professor 
William Bateson, of the John Innes Horticul- 
tural Institution, London, made certain disas- 
trous statements about evolution. We have al- 
ready made reference to these remarks, but 
shall quote further. Said he: 
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“That particular and essential bit of the theory of 
evolution which is concerned with the origin and na- 
ture of species, remains utterly mysterious. We no 
longer feel as we used to do, that the process of varia- 
tion now contemporaneously occurring, is the begin- 
ning of a work which needs merely the element of 
time for its completion; for even time cannot com- 
plete what has not yet begun.” 


Though pretending to maintain a faith in 
evolution, Bateson admitted that when it comes 
to defining and explaining its actual processes, 
evolutionists have of necessity become agnos- 
tics. In a reprint of his speeches as given in 
Science (New York) he said: 


“Forty years ago it was believed that the key lay 
in morphology—the study of animal forms, At that 
time the special study of heredity was an entirely 
new idea; no one knew how it should be. conducted. 

_ And yet,’ says the professor, ‘we went on talking 


about evolution; today we feel silence to be the safer 
course.’ ” ; 


And then he goes on to say: 


‘When students of other sciences ask us what is 
now currently believed about the origin of species, 
we have no clear answer to give. Faith has given place 
to agnosticism, for reasons which on such an occasion 
as this we may profitably consider.’ 

“Biological science,’ he says, ‘has returned to its 
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rightful place, investigation of the structure and 
properties of the concrete and visible world. We can- 
not see how the differentiation into species came 
about. Variation of many kinds, often considerable, 
we daily witness, but not origin of species. . . . If we 
try to trace back the origin of our domesticated ani- 
mals and plants, we can scarcely ever point to a 
single wild species as the probable progenitor. Almost 
every naturalist who has dealt with these questions 
in recent years has had recourse to theories of multi- 
ple origin, because our modern races have positive 
characteristics which we cannot find in any existing 
species, and which combinations of existing species 
seem unable to provide. To produce our domesticated 
races it seems that ingredients must have been added. 
To invoke the hypothetical existence of lost species 
provides a poor escape from this difficulty, and we 
are left with the conviction that some part of the 
chain of reasoning is missing.’” 


Professor Johannes Ranke, at the Anthro- 
pological Congress, Lindau, in 1899, speaking 
of the hypothetical common ancestor of men 
and apes, said: 


“Whilst a charming picture of the past and possi- 
bly of the future is being shown us, and whilst a 
fanciful design is being carried out in all directions, 
we are, as a rule, in quest of facts, not theories. ... 
I must protest against the assumption that these 
facts have been really furnished by zoology and:pale- 
ontology any more than by anatomy. All else is still 
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a matter of hypothesis—a work merely of the imagi- 
nation.” 


In Christian Faith and Life (June, 1932) 
reference is made to a revised edition of a book, 
Evolutionary Illusions, by the well-known 
French scientist, M. Lelande. Reviewing this 
book the leading Parisian daily, Temps, has 
this to say: 


‘When it (this book) first appeared’in 1899 it met 
considerable opposition. The theory of evolution was 
then in its glory, had the support of all the savants, 
inspired the method of history and literary criticism. 
Now the time has come to listen to a criticism of 
these ideas once so popular, now verging on their de- 
cline. The theory of evolution has come on scientific 
difficulties which it has not succeeded in surmounting. 


Finally, we cannot but refer again to Dr. 
_ Austin H. Clark of the Smithsonian Institu- 

tion. His statements are conclusive and bear” 
repeating. He says: 
_ “Man is not an ape, and in spite of the similarity 
between them, there is not the slightest evidence that 
man is descended from an ape.” 

Regarding man, he says: 


“While the bodily structure is most nearly like 
that of the man-like apes, yet all of the early re- 
mains of prehistoric man so far discovered are dis- 
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tinctly those of man, or are the misinterpreted frag- 
ments of apes. No missing link has ever been found,” 


and he does not believe any such thing ever 
existed. ig 


And again: 


“So far as concerns the major groups of animals 
the creationists appear to have the best of the argu- 
ment. There is not the slightest evidence that any 
one of the major groups arose from any other. Each 
is a special animal complex, related more or less 
closely to all the rest and appearing therefore as a 
special and distinct creation.” 


And with these words of the eminent Dr. 
Clark we close this chapter: 

“MAN APPEARED ON EARTH SUBSTAN- 
TIALLY AS HE IS TODAY, TO ALL INTENTS 


AND PURPOSES A PRODUCT OF A SPECIAL 
CREATION.” 


CHAPTER IX 
CREATIVE FAITH 


“Through faith we understand that the worlds 
came into being, and still exist, at the command 
of God, so that what is seen does not owe tts 
existence to that which is visible’ (Heb. 11:3, 
Weymouth). 


HEN ONCE a man sets aside the Bi- 

V V ble he is sorely pressed for ways and 
means wherewith he may account for 

the beginnings of things. As an example, Sir 
James Jeans, noted British physicist, in the 
darkness of his unbelieving soul, seizes hold 
on the law of chance, and sets forth in his book, 
The Mysterious Universe, a proposition which 
for sheer absurdity has perhaps never had its 
equal in the history of thought. Sir James 
will not have it that God created the heavens 
and the earth. This, it appears, for him is en- 
tirely too reasonable. In the first place he as- 
sumes that certain things must have just hap- 
pened to be. Right here he begs the main ques- 
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tion as to how first things came about. But 
he has to have something to start with—and 
once he has it he is free to sail on. And here 
he goes. 


He says: 


“It was, I think, Huxley, who said that six mon- 
keys, set to strum unintelligently on typewriters for 
millions of millions of years, would be bound in time 
to write all the books in the British Museum. If we 
examined the last page which a particular monkey 
had typed, and found that it had chanced, in its blind 
strumming, to type a Shakespeare sonnet, we should 
rightly regard the occurrence as a remarkable acci- 
dent, but if we looked through all the millions of 
pages the monkeys had turned off in untold millions 
of years, we might be sure of finding a Shakespeare 
sonnet somewhere amongst them, the product of the 
blind play of chance.” * 


In some such a manner, among all the infi- 
nite number of possibilities, Sir James thinks 
the necessary atoms or electrons got together 
to produce the world. As for man, he thinks 
that it may have been the newly discovered cos- 
mic rays coming down through the universe of 
space that at one time spasmodically turned 
monkeys into men. Tf i 
~¥ The Mysterious Universe, page 5. 1 Ibid, page 27. 
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It seems to me that a monkey, or some mon- 
keys, have been strumming on typewriters 
somewhere. Else I cannot account for such 
reading matter. Some random cosmic ray must 
have hit Sir James Jeans. With all the pos- 
sible validity of the law of chance (which it- 
self is a paradoxical term) some of us have 
not been bothered enough by cosmic rays to 
accept this explanation of the universe. We 
will go back to the Bible. By the time the mon- 
keys had chanced to strum off the stately and 
majestic words of the first chapter of Genesis, 
I think I should have been ready to believe in 
an almighty, designing MIND somewhere. 

‘From the words of Dr. Clark in the last 
chapter we may well turn to Faith. 

Faith, and not evolution, or blind chance, is 
the initial law of the universe. By it the worlds, 
so we are told, came into being, and without it 
they would resolve back into. nothing. Faith is 
both the creative and the sustaining principle 
of all things. It is the-primary universal cause 
Gf this can be said of anything outside of 
God). Material substance is but an effect. If 
philosophers and scientists would find the 
original thing, let them hunt for faith, for it 
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is in faith—not in ether, or electrons, or proto- 
plasm, or any other substance—that all mate- 
rial things have their beginnings. Faith as a 
psychic or spiritual principle is at the bottom 
of all creation. 

Now just what does this mean? What-is the 
faith principle? The faith principle implies the 
creation of something out of nothing. As far 
as the material worlds are concerned there was 
a time when they did not exist.and when there 
was nothing of a material character or sub- 
stance from which they might be°created or 
evolve. At the command of God, that is, 
through the operative faith of God, they came - 
into being, realized out of nothing. 

We are not concerned here with any electro- 
magnetic energies, or what might be termed 
raw ether fabric which may lie immediately 
back of material substance. What intermediate 
physical means God may have had to work with 
-is not the question. To all intents and purposes 
these are invisible, unreal—in other words, 
_. nothing; and we may use the word in that sense. 

There is undoubtedly an absolute nothing. 
Let us start with that; it makes no difference. 
The faith principle still stands. This principle 
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would, of course, seem unscientific. But faith 
does not pretend to be scientific. Science is but 
an offspring of faith, a method of research 
and explanation for a universe of material 
things which faith brought into existence. Sci- 
ence is but a limited thing: it cannot acgount 
for the beginning of material substances. Nor 
can it account for electricity, or ether. At its 
extremity it faces an inexorable, wiscientific 
hypothesis, or condition—i.e., the inexplainable 
existence of something. How did that some- 
thing come about? Science will not have faith, 
but what is there left at this point? Is it not 
more unscientific to say, “It just happened,” 
than to say, “Faith did it’? Faith after all 
may prove to be scientific. Instead of setting 
aside or overriding physical laws, faith may 
-actually prove to be a means—perhaps the only 
-means—of calling into operation certain physi- 
cal laws now unknown and undreamed of. 

- We have not yet begun to learn the meaning 
or the operations of faith. He who discovers 
faith is greater than he who discovers cosmic 
rays. Eventually the significance of this truth 
will be realized by all men. As a race of observ- 
ers and explorers, men are yet to learn the all- 
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important thing, namely, that all physical things 
are but a product of, and are subject to, the law 
of faith. The one besetting weakness and sin 
of the world is the universal disbelief in this 
truth. (See Hebrews 12:1, reading it in con- 
nection with chapter 11.) For men in general, 
physical substance is the beginning and the end 
of all things, the one immutable and everlast- 
ing essence Of the universe. This ‘supposition 
is erroneous and destructive to spirituality, and 
it is accountable for such theories as evolution. 
Faith goes before and comes after all things. 
Men who anchor their hopes in material sub- 
stances anchor them in nothing, or to be more 
specific, in that which without the creative and 
sustaining faith of God back of it for one mo- 
ment would instantly become nothing. 

This is not Hinduism, nor is it Christian 
Science. Matter exists. In fact, for us it has al- 
most too much existence. ; 

Material substance is the greatest source of 
deception in the universe. Because of its ever- 
continuing presence and its very tangibleness it 
tyrannizes our minds and souls, much of the 
time being the sole occupant of our thoughts. 
We ourselves are material substance, and we 
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have only too much in common with it for our 
spiritual good. Our five senses hold us in bond- 
age—in bondage to that which in the light of 
eternity is temporal and fleeting. Submission 
to the rule of material substance makes us al- 
together children of time and earthly fortune, 
binding us to unspiritual realities. We are un- 
aware that that which does not appear is of 
far more importance than that which does ap- 
pear, whereas it ought to be the other way, as 
with St. Paul who said, ‘““While we look not at 
the things which are seen, but at the things 
which are not seen: for the things which are 
seen are temporal; but the things which are not 
seen are eternal” (2 Corinthians 4:18). 

It is just this, more than anything else—that 
men are unspiritual. As said before, the most 
easily besetting sin of the world is its lack of 
faith. “Without faith,” we read, “it is impos- 
sible to please him” (God). If there is any one 
thing God requires of us, it is faith. It is by 
it and it only, as with the elders of old, that 
we obtain a good report. It is by it and it only 
that we know God and understand the universe. 
“He that cometh to God must believe that he 
is, and that he is a rewarder of them that dili- 
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gently seek him” (Heb. 11:6). We miust be- 
lieve where we do not see. Strange it seems 
that God should require of us a belief in or an 
acceptance of what is apparently a “something- 
out-of-nothing” principle as a condition for our 
salvation. Yet after all it is reasonable and 
. right. We cannot put created things before the 
Creator. If we are subject in our hearts to the 
mere law of material things, how can we get 
past it to God? It is absolutely necessary for us 
to get material things in an ever-increasing 
measure under our feet. We must override this 
seemingly impassable barrier of material sub- 
stance if we are to know the power of God. 
Faith is the only thing that will help us over it. 
Christ said, “If ye have faith as a grain of mus- 
tard seed, ye shall say unto this mountain, Re- 
move hence to yonder place; and it shall re- 
move; and nothing shall be impossible unto: 
you” (Matt. 17:20, Weymouth). If we are to: 
believe this scripture we must accept the faith 
principle as the primary governing law of the 
universe and put material substance where it be- 
longs as a secondary or even tertiary thing, a 
mere effect, something to be shifted, changed, or 
done away with entirely at the command of God. 


232 A TOPPLING IDOL—EVOLUTION 


The eleventh. chapter of Hebrews cites case 
after case where the law of faith was put into 
practical application in the lives of Old Testa- 
ment saints, effecting miracles not only in the 
material world, but also in the spiritual world. 
“By faith Enoch was translated that he should 
not see death.” “Through faith Noah being 
divinely taught about things as yet unseen, 
reverently gave heed and built an ark for the 
safety of his family” (Weymouth). Through 
faith Sarah, Abraham’s wife, became a mother 
when she was nearly a hundred years of age. 
By faith “therefore sprang there even of one 
[Abraham], and him as good as dead, so many 
as the stars of the sky in multitude, and as the 
sand which is by the seashore innumerable.” 
“By faith Abraham, when he was tried, of- 
fered up Isaac; and he that had received the 
promises offered up his only begotten son, .. . 
accounting that God was able to raise him up, 
even from the dead.” By faith kingdoms were 
subdued, righteousness was wrought, promises 
obtained, and the mouths of lions stopped. By 
faith men “quenched the violence of fire, es- 
caped the edge of the sword, out of weakness 
were madé strong, waxed valiant in fight, 
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turned to flight the armies of the aliens.” By 
faith “women received their dead raised to life 
again: and others were tortured, not accepting 
deliverance; that they might obtain a better 
resurrection.” And so on we might go citing 
instances wherein faith ignored the laws: (at 
least the known laws) of the physical and mate- 
rial universe and wrought whatsoever it deemed 
fit. Evolution will admit of none of these 
things, but let it prove itself before it denies 
them. 

Is there any reason to doubt in this day and 
age of the world that faith is yet capable of 
working these wonders? There is not. Faith is 
just as much the initial law of the universe as 
it ever was.If faith in Old Testament times 
could work the miracles accredited to it above, 
if by it in New Testament times Christ could 
walk on the water, turn water into wine, mul- 
tiply loaves and fishes, and do a thousand other 
seemingly impossible things, it can do these 
things now. 

Faith is the gift of God. The time will come 
when through faith we shall subordinate the 
material world. Science may yet prove, even as 
the great Einstein has said in so many words, 
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to be but a superficial explanation of things. 
Faith will be preeminent. And then where will 

_ evolution, which cannot even claim to be scien- 
tific, appear? Science leaves us only on the sur- 
face: faith will take us behind the scenes. Faith 
will introduce us to God. 


FINIS 
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